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CURRENT TOPICS. 


LOSS TO THE BAR Of scholarship, courage and capa- 
rsuch as Dr. Kenealy has often manifested cannot 
ito be a subject of deep regret. But we must avow 
feonviction that he had rendered it impossible for the 
thers of his Inn to act otherwise than they have done. 
@ view which has been put forward, in quarters 
led to consideration, that if Dr. Kenealy is dis- 
d on account of the articles which have appeared in 
jjournal he will be disbarred because he has behaved 
perly in a matter quite apart from his professional 
on, is, we think, wholly inadmissible. What were 
facts in Dr. Kenealy’s case? An advocate against 
se client the verdict of the jury has passed, prints 
time to time in a journal which bears his name 
B editor, accusations against the judges who pre- 
ited over the trial; charges them with being “the 
ave of passion, prej judice, and revengeful pride,” and 
es not hesitate even to attack their private character. 
hr pany one doubt that if these things were said in court 
pany barrister, after, and in relation to, a trial in which 
d appeared for the losing party, he would rightly 
msidered as having been guilty of professional mis- 
t? Does it alter the character of the offence that 
stead of being uttered to less than a hundred people 
moourt these charges are printed and circulated broad- 
mover the kingdom? The advocate surely does not 
off his responsibilities with his gown. Moreover, 
Br: of allowing a defeated counsel to libel with 
impunity the judges who have heard his case, would be 
bestablish a kind of terrorism over the bench far worse 
aa any which the bench is ever likely to exercise over 
@ bar. Judges, after all, are only men, and at all times 
emaat be some among them who would shrink from 
g against a counsel at the risk of being held up 
wt Seatsllo, for weeks and weeks to come, as a Scroggs 
+a Jeffreys, ora monster of private vice. Can there 
aver professional impropriety in an advocate than 
sue a course of conduct the manifest tendency of 
his to overawe the judges in the performance of 
petiole duties ? 
ming down from principle to precedent, it is worth 


g that in Wooller’s case (4 B. & OC. 855) the_ 


hers of Lincoln’s Inn, in 1824, refused to admit Mr. 
er to their Society, on the ground that he was 
‘author of a work called “The Black Dwarf” (see 
ce before the Commissioners on the Inns of 

p. 143.) 





iB JUDICATURE BILL for the German Empire, prepared 
special commission appointed by the State Council, 





and ushered into the German Parliament by the minis. 
tersof justice of Prussia, Wirtemburg, and Bavaria, after 
a brief career in that assembly, has, like our own Judica- 
ture Act of 1873, been referred for discussion to a select 
committee, the introducers of the measure having very 
prudently acknowledged that the form in which it was 
drawn should not be regarded as final, but it might be 
improved upon examination. One of the main difficul- 
ties connected with the subject arises out of a question 
somewhat similar to that which gave our own 
Legislature so much trouble last session—the con- 
stitution of a Supreme Court of Appeal. The bill 
proposes to establish a Supreme Imperial Court 
of Appeal; but at the same times leaves it open to each 
State either to avail itself of this court or to establish a 
Final Court of Appeal of its own. It is easy to see that 
a proposal to compel all the States, however widely their 
laws may differ, to resort to one Imperial Court of 
Appeal would give rise to strong opposition. Considera- 
tions of the cost to litigants in the remoter States of the 
Empire of having their cases heard in the last resort by 
an Imperial Court sitting at Berlin; of the prejudice to 
local bars thence resulting, and of the hardship to the 
litigant of having his case placed in the hands of advo- 
cates hitherto unfamiliar withit, would doubtless be urged. 
against any such proposaj. And, in fact, according to a 
telegram printed in the Times a few days ago, Dr. Von 
Fiustle, the Bavarian Minister of Justice, while expressing 
his approval of the proposal to constitute a Supreme 
Imperial Court of Appeal for cases not involving the 
internal laws of his State, has plainly declared. the 
determination of Bavaria to retain a Supreme Court 
of Appeal of her own. On the other hand, Herr 
Lasker, on the part of the Liberals, appears to have 
made this optional establishment of State Courts 
of Appeal one of his main objections to the new 
measure. In view of the discussions upon a somewhat 
kindred subject next session in our own Legislature, we 
may look with some interest for the mode in which the 
committee of the German Parliament will solve this 
knotty question. 

The Criminal Procedure Bill for the Empire was in- 
troduced at the same time with the Judicature Bill, and 
has been referred to the same committee. To judge 
from the draft circulated some little time ago by 
the German Government, the measure contains several 
important improvements. Arrest is to be made by order 
of a court only, and a prisoner is to be heard or exa- 
mined within one day of his being lodged in gaol. 
We are glad to observe that a determined attack has been 
already made upon that part of the bill which retains the 
objectionable feature, to which we have before alluded, of 
secrecy in preliminary examinations in criminal cases. It 
might have been supposed that the prominence given to 
this subject by Count Arnim’s case, and the suspicion 
and ill-will to which the proceedings then adopted sub- 
jected the Metropolitan Court, would have taught the 
lesson that publicity is notcnly a safeguard to the prisoner, 
but that it is also the best means of securing the con~ 
fidence of the public in the administration of justice. 





DuRING THE JUDICIAL CAREER Of a learned Vice-Chan- 
cellor who recently retired from the bench, the question 
of the competence of courts of first instance to reopen 
questions decided by courts of appeal came somewhat 
frequently to the surface. “ There are in my recollection” 
said Vice-Chancellor Malins, in Dugdale v. Dugdale 
(L. R. 14 Eq. 234), “no less than three decisions of Lord 
Westbury which Vice-Chancellor Stuart declined to 
follow.” In one of these cases (Drummond v. Drummond, 
14 W. R. 829, L. R. 2 Eq. 335), the Vice-Chancellor re- 
fused to be bound by two successive judgments of the Lord 
Chancellor, and the Full Court of Appeal subsequently 
declared (15 W. R. 267, L. R. 2 Ch. 32), that he was 
right in doing so. In another case (Collins v. Lewis, 
L. R. 8 Eq. 708), the same judge pronounced an opinion 
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that Hensman v. Fryer (16 W. R. 162, L. R. 3 Ch. 420) 
was “clearly a mistaken decision,” and declined to 
decide in accordance with it. The same course was pur- 
sued with reference to the same decision by Vice-Chan- 
eellor Malins in Dugdale v. Dugdale, where Hensman v. 
Fryer was pressed in argument as being exactly in 
point, and it was stated that in fact the bill had 
been framed upon the supposition that the decision 
ef the Court of Appeal was a binding authority. 
The learned Vice-Chancellor, however, said that he was 
not bound to follow a decision of the Court of Appeal, 
“ if clearly erroneous,” and he came to an opposite con- 
elusion to that expressed in Hensman v. Fryer. Some 
sort of warrant for occasional judicial rebellion was 
recently afforded by the language of Lord Chelmsford in 
delivering judgment in the House of Lords in 
Peekv. Gurney (22 W. R., p. 33) where, speaking of a 
decision of the House of Lords, in Seymour v. Bagshaw, 
where it appeared that the counsel for the plaintiff in 
error, without argument, submitted to a judgment for 
the defendant in error, the noble lord said that he 
eould not understand how, under these circumstances, 
the Court of Exchequer in a subsequent case could con- 
sider Seymour v. Bagshaw as a conclusive authority. 

It must have been, we imagine, on the strength of 
some of these cases that an attempt was made last week 
to induce the judge of the Court of Arches to sit in 
judgment on the decision of the Privy Council in 
Hebbert v. Purchas. The counsel for Mr. Mackonochie 
appear to have argued very strenuously that the decision 
ef the Court of Appeal was given without the advantage 
ef argument on the part of the deféndant; that it was 
based on mistakes of fact as wellas of law, and that it was 
irreconcileable with previous decisions of the same 
tribunal. The learned judge appears to have been so 
far impressed with the argument as to declare that “it 
did not require a long experience in the discharge of 
judicial duties to be aware of the very great disadvan- 
tage under which a court laboured when it was com- 
pelled to decide a case, and especially a very important 
case, upon an ex parte argument. Under those circum- 
stances, he thought that it would now be competent for 
him to hear a re-argument of thuse points.” But, he 
added that “upon reflection he was satisfied that such a 
eourse would, on the whole, be inexpedient, and would 
not further the ends of justice. All those points might 
be re-argued before the Privy Council, and if there had 
been any miscarriage of justice in the former decisions 
ef that tribunal, it was fully competent for it to rectify 
its error without the intervention of another judgment 
en the same subjects from that court.” 

We canno* but consider it matter for congratulation 
that the learned judge has thus followed the usual 
practice of the courts. With the particular case of 
Martin v. Maskonochie we have no concern, although it 
might perhaps have been suggested that, with Sir Robert 
Phillimore’s elaborate judgment in HHebbert v. Purchas 
before them, the latter case could hardly be correctly 
said to have been decided by the Privy Council without 
argument for the defendant. But in the interests of 
suitors and the profession it is to be hoped that no 
further extension may be given to the rather dangerous 
doctrine to which we have referred. No one would deny 
that there may be cases where a decision of the Appeal 
Court has been obviously founded on a mistake, and 
where it would be proper for a judge of first instance to 
decline to follow such a decision. But the result of laying 
down any such rule as that whenever a court of appeal has 
not had the advantage of argument on both sides its de- 
cision has no binding force, would be to launch us on a 
sea of uncertainty, to drift helplessly about according to 
the varying currents of judicial opinion. 





Ir is ALWaYs PROFITABLE, but not often pleasant, to see 
ourselves with others’ eyes. ‘Those who took part in the 
recent provincial meeting of the Incorporated Law 





—<$<——— 
Society have, however, no reason to complain of the im, 
pression produced by that meeting on transatlantiy 
critics. The Albany Law Journal, writing with ap 
obvious reference, inter alia, to the papers and discussion; 
at Leeds, says :—‘ The recent meetings of the British 
law associations have developed an unusual amount of ip. 
terest in the subject of law reform. A large number of 
papers on a large number of topics have been prepared 
and read by members of the legal profession. Theg 
papers . . . evince rare powers of testing the social and 
legal wants of Great Britain. The lawyers of that 
country do not consider statesmanship’ and _ politic 
economy to be beyond their sphere of discussion , ,, 
They not only do not shirk the important duty of a. 
sisting reforms already initiate], but they suggest ani 
originate new schemes of reform. In this regard th 
legal profession in England stand far ahead of their 
brethren on this side of the Atlantic . . . The attitud 
of the American profession as represented by the Ney 
York association is that of mere plodders in paths already 
beaten, without interest or influence in producing needel 
reforms. We protest against this indifference of th 
profession in this country in respect to vital question 
intimately connected with jurisprudence.” 





A RATHER BOLD aTrEMeT to wriggle out of a purchase 
was successfully made a little time ago in Vice-Cha 
cellor Bacon’s court, and will be found reported sub. nom, 
Powell v. Powell, in this week’s issue of the Weebly 
Reporter. The suit was instituted for a partition of ral 
estate, and the decree, after directing the usual inquiries 
as to the persens interested, ordered that if it should m 
pear that such sale would be more beneficial thm 
a partition, and that all the persons interested we 
parties to the suit or bound by the order, a sale shoul 
be made. According to what seems to be the practic 
in chambers, the chief clerk, as soon as he was satisfied 
that all the persons interested were before the cout, 
ordered a sale, and the sale took place before the formi 
finding of the certificate. Subsequently, the pu 
chaser took the objection that the court had » 
power to sell until after the inquiries directed by t 
decree had been properly made; and this objectin 
was upheld by the learned Vice-Chancellor, who order 
his deposit to be returned to him and his costs paid. I 
will be seen from the report that it was not contendel 
that at the date of the sale all the persons interested wer 
not before the court. The purchaser took his stanl 
simply on the words of the Act which prescribe the 
inquiries first, and the sale afterwards; and the judge 
rigidly adhered to the Act, and declined to be influence 
by the practice relating to sales in administration sui, 
holding that statutory powers must be exercised strictly 
according to the conditions prescribed by the statute. 





We eecret To teann that Lord Justice Mellish# 
suffering from an attack of illness which has renderel 
him unable to take his place in the Court of Appeal. i 
was stated from the bench on Wednesday that it w# 
very uncertain when the learned judge would be able 
resume his duties. In the meantime Lord Justice Jams 
has taken the bankruptcy appeals and appeal motions 
While we read in an American contemporary that th 
United States Supreme Court commenced its annua 
session with five hundred and eeventy cases on the docké 
and some thirty cases ready for docketing, in all abot 
seventy more cases than were on the calendar a year ag 
it is eminently satisfactory to find that one of our highet 
courts is not only without arrears, but absolutely likey 
to be almost without work. It is a striking testimony™ 
the energy of the Chancery Appeal Court that beside 
Parker v. M'Kenna, now part heard, there was # 
Thursday but one appeal ready for hearing. 
were then, we understand, in all about ten other appea 
in the paper, but all of these stand over for vane”) 
reasons, 
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THE NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


Tr is very much to be desired that the coming into opera- 
- tion of the Judicature Act may be made the occasion of 
considerable modifications in the present arrangements 
relating to the conduct of business in the common law 
.courts. These arrangements are becoming more and 
more the theme of discussion and condemnation among 
‘many of the most influential frequenters of Westminster 
Hall, and we have no hesitation in saying that in some 
respects they amount to a public scandal. There is one 
point in particular to which we have frequently referred, 
and to which we cannot but allude again, in the hope that 
if the subject be only kept sufficiently before the eyes of 
the legal public a much needed improvement may shortly 
be effected. The matter to which we allude is the 
arrangement by which the argument of rules for 
~new trials is postponed to the hearing of motions. It 
constantly happens that the court makes little or no pro- 
~gress with a very heavy list of new trials during a term, 
because the greater part, if not the whole, of the days on 
which the new trial paper is in order are devoted to 
hearing motions with respect to granting interrogatories, 
or discovery, or the taxation of costs, or some other 
- matters of an interlocutory description. It is within our 
own experience that a case may stand first in the new 
‘trial paper during several terms, and we have actually 
“known of comparatively trifling cases that have remained 
at the head of the paper, in the condition of being part 
“heard, for no less than three terms. All this time the 
counsel engaged are in jeopardy almost every day in the 
term except special paper days; for the element of 
motions is one that is necessarily quite incalculable. 
With respect to the new trial or special papers a counsel 
knows where he stands; he can find out what the nature 
of the preceding cases is, whether they are likely to last 
long or not, and he can, to some extent, calculate the pro- 
 bability of his being reached by a given time. But the case 


‘is wholly different as to motions, which are brought on 
according to no fixed rule and without previous public 


notice. Day after day counsel may sedulously attend 
the court ‘and may not be reached by reason of the 
~whole day being ‘occupied by motions; but woe betide 
‘them if they happen to be rather late in court some 
‘morning, of venture for an hour or two to attend to busi- 
ness elsewhere. It is sure to happen, by a curious fatality, 
vthat during their absence there is a lack of motions 
and the new trial paper, by some wonderful chance, is 
reached in the early part of the day. 


The convenience of counsel is, no doubt, a trifling 
“matter, except so far as it squares with the interests of 
‘the suitor. But these are certainly not consulted by the 
arrangement of business being such that his principal 
counsel may be unable to attend to his case. And, 
moreover, the delay in hearing cases in the new trial 
“paper which is caused by this system is exceptionally 
“mischievous. No period in the course of a litigation can 

be found at which it is a greater hardship to hang up the 
litigant’s proceedings than that between the verdict and 
‘the ultimate settlement of the matter. The final judg- 
‘ment and winding up of the whole litigation ought not 
to be delayed one moment longer than is absolutely 
necessary after the verdict of the jury has been given. 
Delay at previous stages is, no doubt, bad enough; but 
before trial a litigant can, as a rule, draw back; if he 
chooses to persevere, notwithstanding the law’s delay, 
‘and go to trial, it is a voluntary proceeding on his part. 
After trial the principal expense is incurred, and the 
‘costs at stake forbid withdrawal; the litigant is in the 
position of a fly helplessly involved in the web of the 
‘law. His misery ought to be as short as possible. 
Nothing brings more discredit on the law or more dis- 
courages resort to legal tribunals than the idea that, 
even if a man succeeds at the trial, after a long interval 
‘he may still have the fruits of his success taken from him. 
It gives to legal procedure that kind of “ never-know- 





where-it-will-end”’ appearance that is so peculiarly ap- 
palling to the litigant. 

There seems to be no substantial reason for the pre- 
sent arrangement with regard to new trials. It appears 
to depend upon the fact that in form new trials are 
themselves motions. In substance, however, they differ 
from other motions, which are properly of an interlocu- 
tory and miscellaneous character. They involve the de- 
cision of the substantive questions in dispute in actions 
just as special cases do, and are as much entitled to have 
fixed days entirely devoted to them. The result of the 
present system is that a man who has fought his case 
down to verdict is obliged to stand by term after term 
while motions, it may be concerning interlocutory pro- 
ceedings in cases at aless advanced stage, daily take pre- 
cedence of his case. And while during the whole term 
the court of three or four judges, with the chief at their 
head, are principally occupied with the discussion of mis* 
cellaneous motions, frequently of very trifling importance, 
the substantive questions in dispute in actions are de- 
cided after term by two puisne judges sitting up-stairs 
in a stuffy and inconvenient back-room called by courtesy 
a Vice-Chancellor’s court, which only persons very well 
skilled in the geography of Westminster Hall can fird. 

Opinions may vary as to the proper remedy for the 
state of things on which we have commented. We 
incline to hope thit under the new system a separate 
court will always be sitting for the hearing of practice 
and other less important motions for all the courts in- 
discriminately. This court, of course, should not be 
always composed of the same judges; the puisne 
judges ought to take it in turns to deal with the busi- 
ness. This arrangement would resemble that which is 
now made in the Queen’s Bench for the last four days 
of term. 
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JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1873. 
Ez 


We shall commence our summary of these returns 
with the statistics of police and constabulary, which are 
given for the year ending the 29th of September, 1873. 
In this period the force consisted of 4 commissioners 
and assistant commissioners, 4 district and inspecting 
superintendents, 56 chief constables of counties, 166 
head constables of boroughs, 505 superintendents, 931 
inspectors, 2,861 serjeants, 23,148 constables, 423 
additional constables, and 452 detective officers. These 
numbers amount to 28,550, which is 551 more than 
the total number of the force in the previous year. The 
increase is made up of 20 inspectors, 47 serjeants, 445 
constables, 28 additional constables, and 12 detective 
officers; and to balance these numbers there is one less 
in the number of superintendents. The total number 
gives one for every 795 of the population according te 
the census of 1871; in the previous year the proportion 
was one for every 811 of the population according to the 
same census. Ten years ago the proportion of the 
police to the population was 1 in 887; and since 1862 
the increase in the numbers of the police amounts to 
5,928, or more than 26 per cent. Of the total number 
of 28,550 police, we find that 7,995 were constables of 
boroughs, 9,892 were county constables, 9,875 were 
metropolitan police, and 788 city of London police. 

The total cost of the police amounted to £2,567,491, 
being £194,602 more than in the previous year, and 
following an increase of £129,653 in the year 1871. 
The cost is made up as follows :—£1,980,140 for salaries 
and pay, £57,910 for allowances and contingent 
expenses, £169,623 for clothing and accoutrements, 
£73,282 for superannuations and gratuities, £41,804 
for horses, harness, forage, &c., £200,948 for station- 
house charges, printing, &c., and £43,778 for miscel- 
laneous expenses. ‘The amount paid for superannuations 
and gratuities includes only what is paid under the 
authority of Acts of Parliament, and not what is paid 
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out of the superannuation funds of the different forces. 
Out of these latter funds, which are formed by deduc- 
tions from pay, stoppages and fines, the sum of £91,452 
was paid in the following manner :—£24,033 to borough 
police, £26,988 to county police, £34,346 to metropolitan 
police, and £6,085 to city of London police. The average 
cost of each member of the force was £89 18s. 7d., being 
£5 3s. 6d. more than.in the previous year, and 
£15 10s. 4d. more than the average of the four years 
ending 1866. The public revenue contributes £527,543 
out of the £2,567,491, which is the fotal cost of the 
police of the whole country. 

Depredators, offenders, and suspected persons at large, 
so far as known to the police, amounted in number to 
45,201, being 1676 fewer than in 1873, and 18,950 fewer 
than in 1863. It would be satisfactory to be able to 
think that these numbers show an actual decrease in the 
crime of the whole country; but it must be remembered 
that the mode of making the calculation was altered a few 
years since, and it is scarcely possible to rely on any de- 
duction made from a comparison of these figures. The 
estimated number of the criminal classes, including those 
at large, was 76,531 as against 77,790 in 1872, being a 
decrease of 1,259. This number is made up of 45,201 at 
large, 17,233 in local prisons, 9,582 in convict prisons, 
and 4,515 in reformatories. 

The number of houses of bad character was 5,064. 

Indictable offences to the number of 45,214 were com- 
mitted in 1873 as against 44,191 in 1872; and the 
number of persons apprehended in respect of these was 
22,377, in the later year, and 22,156 in the earlier. The 
proportion of persons apprehended was ‘ht the rate of 
494 per cent. of the offences in 1873, and 50.1 per 
cent.in 1872. This percentage is gradually on the de- 
crease notwithstanding the large and continuous 
additions to the police force; in1871 it was 52.9 per 
cent., and in 1863 it was 58.2 per cent. 

Out of the 22,377 persons apprehended in 1873 for 
indictable offences, 5,200 were discharged for want of 
evidence, and 1,613 for want of prosecution; 90 were 
discharged on bail to appear if required, and 1,488 were 
bailed to appear for trial, 24 were committed for want of 
sureties, and 13,962 were committed for trial. The 
numbers discharged for want of prosecution have been 
gradually increasing; in 1873 they were 28.1 per cent. 
of the total number indicted, in 1872 26.8 per cent., and 
in 1869 24.8 per cent. 

The enumeration of indictable offences is classed as 
follows :—I. Offences against the pexson; II., offences 
against property with violence; III., offences against 
property without violence; IV., malicious offences 
against property; V., forgery and offences against the 
currency; and YI., offences not before included. Some 
of the principal oftences committed are enumerated in 
the following table, and et the same time the number of 
the same offences for the three previous years are shown. 

1873 1872 1871 1870 

ae ie eee 132 130 101 

Attempts at murder 56 A4 51 52 

Shooting at, wound- 

ing, stabbing, &c. 641 619 63: 631 

Manslaughter . . 246 258 273 219 

Concealment of birth 144 174 135 164 

Unnatural offences 126 143 137 180 

Ms og hs ee ee 225 243 268 

Assaults with intent 278 258 315 279 

Aseaulte . . . . 532 558 A495 599 

Burglary 2,040 2,132 2,381 2,878 

Housebreaking 1411 1,261 1,244 1,586 

Robberywith violenee 495 478 518 630 

Cattle stealing .. 3% 45 51 53 

Horse stealing . . 305 271 284 284 

Bheepetesling . . 226 237 359 586 

Lareenies, ke. - 51,966 31,192 31,413 36,103 


The total offences in 18723 under class I. num- 
bered 2,542, under class I, 4,029, under class III, 





35,975, under class IV. 406, under class V. 888, ang 
under class VIl., 374, making a total of 45,214 
being 1,023 more than in 1872. In respect of this total} 
number of indictable offences 22,377 persons were appre. 
hended, of whom 6,813 were discharged by the magistrates, 
leaving 15,564 as the number held to bail or committed, 
This number is in the proportion of 34°4 per cent. of the 
total number of offenccs, the proportion in 1872 being- 
34°6 per cent. 

Under the head of summary convictions, it appears. 
that 590,114 persons were proceeded against, and that 
456,705 were convicted, leaving 133,409 as the number: 
discharged. As compared with 1872 there is an increase- 
of 30,185 in the total number proceeded against, 
following an increase of 19,213 in 1872 as compared 
with 1871. The total number convicted shows an, 
increase of 33,124 or 7°8 per cent. The convictions. 
were in the proportion of 77°3 per cent. to the total 
number proceeded against; in the previous year the 
proportion was 75°6 per cent. 


Out of the 456,705 persons convicted during the year- 


1873, 92,102 were sentenced to various terms of im.. 
prisonment from 6 months down to 14 days and under,. 
or to detention in reformatory and industrial schools. By 
far the larger portion—namely, 311,502, were fined, 
1,065 were whipped, 17,351 were ordered to find sureties, 
2,374 were delivered up to the army or navy, and 32,311 
suffered other punishments. 
number whipped was 837, in 1872 it was 822, and in 
1870, 659. 

Assault cases in which proceedings were taken before 
the magistrates in the year 1873, were as follows :— 


On women and children, aggravated . . 2,713 
On peace officers, resisting, &e. . . . . 18,463 
Common assaults . . . « « « « « e 19,788 
Total 95,964 
Persons apprehended for indictable offences, and those 


summarily proceeded against are classed as to their 


characters as follows :— 

1873 1872 
17,297 17,254 
21,634 22,182 
19,433 21,325 
Suspicious characters . 41,686 43,730 
Habitual drunkards 42,457 40,863 
Previous goodcharacters 268,358 242,998 
Character unknown . 201,626 193,733 


Known thieves . . . 
Prostitutes .... 
Vagrants, tramps, &c. . 


_—_— 


Total 612,491 582,085 


At least one third of those described as habitual’ 


drunkards were females, and this is above the proportion 
of former years. 

The number of appeals against the decisions of 
justices in summary proceedings in 1873, was 113, there 
having been 104 in 1872, 107 in 1871, 90 in 1870, 95 in 


1869, and 84 in 1868. This gradually increasing number’ 


is not greater in proportion than the increase in the 
number of summary convictions during the same period. 
Exclusive of bastardy cases, there were 454,254 summary 
convictions during the year, and the returns show that 
there was one appeal for every 6,583 convictions, and 
one reversal of judgment for every 12,978 convictions. 
There were also nine appeals removed into the Court of 
Queen’s Bench. Five of such cases were argued during 
the year 1873, and 15 in 1872. There were 49 cases 


stated for the opinion of superior courts, of which 40 


were removed into the Court of Queen’s Bench. In this 


court 28 such cases were argued, 5 in the Court of 


Common Pleas, and 4 in the Court of Exchequer. After 
deducting the cases remitted, in as nearly as possible 
half the cases the decision of the justices was affirmed, 
and in half reversed. ’ 

The coroners’ returns of the number of inquests held 
and of the verdicts given in each case show that 26,427 
inquests were held during the year 1873, In 1872 the 
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number of inquests was 25,705, in 1871 25,898, and in 
1870 25,376. The verdicts were as follows :— 
Murder .... ° 223 
Manslaughter . . . 186 
Justifiable homicide ° 7 


Suicide .... 1,481 
Accidental death . . 11,284 
Injuries, causes unknown 287 
Found dead . ... 2,848 
Executed . . mei 9 
From excessive drinking. . 419 
Disease, aggravated by neglect 156 
Want, cold, exposure, &c. . 302 
Other causes . 2. 2 6 » 9,225 


26,427 


This is the second year in which the item “ executed” 
has appeared in the coroners’ returns; last year the 
number appearing opposite to it was 11. Lest any one 
should discover a discrepancy between the number of 
verdicts of murder and tae number of murders 
reported by the police, we are again reminded 
that a conviction for murder does not always follow a 
coroner’s verdict to the same effect. This, however, is 
only part of the explanation, as the two returns, that of 
the coroners and that of the police, do not cover the same 
period of time. Of the total number of 26,427 inquests 
we find that 7,472 were on infants seven years old and 
under. In the previous year, the number of inquests 
was 25,705, and the number of those on infants seven 
years old and under, 7,181. 

The total cost of inquests in 1873 was £82,543 1s. 1d., 
being an average of £3 2s. 5d. for each inquest. In the 
ten years from 1859—68 the average cost of an inquest 
was £3 1s. 10d. 








Recent Becisians. 


COMMON LAW. 
CHARTER-PARTY—Despatcu in Loapine. 


Asasroft v. Crow Orchard Colliery Company, Q.B., 22 
W. R. 825, L. R. 9 Q. B. 541. 


The rule was laid down in Brereton v. Chapman (7 Bing. 
559), that in discharging a cargo the lay days (subject to 
any special stipulation) begin to run from thearrival of the 
ship, not at the port, but at the usual place of discharge. 
But to this rule must be added the qualification it re- 
ceived in Brown v. Johnson (10 M. & W. 331), that the 
lay days begin with the arrival of the ship in the dock, 
not at the place in the dock where she is to be discharged, 
and from which she is detained by the crowded state of 
the dock. Until her arrival in the dock, however, the 
days do not begin, although she is detained in her pro- 
gress thither, in accordance with the usage of the port, 
by the mode in which her cargo is sold (as for a meter 
in the port of London): Kell v. Anderson (10 M. & W. 
498). The principle of this case was followed in Tap- 
scott v. Balfour (21 W. R. 245, L. R. 8 C. P. 46), where 
the question arose with respect to loading, and it was 
held that the lay days began, not when the vessel was 
ready to enter dock, but when she actually arrived in 
dock, although she was kept waiting for some days out- 
side by reason of the charterer’s agent having his turns 
full in advance; but that the lay days did begin then, 
and were not postponed till the vessel actually got under 
the tips. In the present case, however, where the facts 
Were similar, except that the charterer acted as his own 
agent, and it was in his name that the turns which 
caused the delay were booked, the Court of Queen's 
Bench has arrived at a different conglusion. In 7J'apscott 
¥. Balfour the words were “ to load in the usual and cus- 
tomary manner;” in the present case they were “to load with 
the usual despatch of the port.” No difference can arise 





from the circumstance that in the present case the plaintiff 
sued for not loading with usual despatch as well as for de- 
murrage, for both questions must equally be determined by 
the construction of the charter-party ; nor is any such dif- 
ference relied on by the court. Neither do they rely on 
the fact, if that makes any difference, that here it was 
the charterer’s own act which prevented the ship fom 
being loaded earlier. In fact (which shows the ground 
of the decision), the court say expressly, that there is a 
material difference between the charter-parties in the two 
cases ; we are bound to believe that this is so, but must 
trust to faith rather than sight ; and it is at the same time 
plain that the learned judges who decided the present 
case are dissatisfied with the ruling in Tapscott v. Bal- 
Sour, and, if they had to decide it themselves, would pro- 
bably find it so similar to the present case as to compel 
them to come to a like zonclusion. 





PROBATE. 
REVOCATION OF WILL. 
In the Goods of Eustace, Pr., 22 W. R. 832. 


The effect of this decision is, that although general 
words of revocation will usually be limited so as not to 
revoke wills relating to property not disposed of by the 
revoking will, they will take effect on wills which either 
deal with the same property, or are even made in execu- 
tion of the same power as the revdking will, if the power 
by referred to in the later will, although the effect may 
be to create a partial intestacy. 





ADMIRALTY. 
SaLvaceE. 


The Cairo, Adm., 22 W. R. 742, L. R. 4 Adm. 184. 
The C. S. Butler, Adm., 22 W. R. 759, L. R. 4 Adm. 178, 


These two cases deserve notice chiefly as illustrating, 
from the singularity of their circumstances, the favour 
shown to salvage services. In the first, life salvage was 
awarded against a vessel in respect of ten of her crew 
who had left her, without any orders from the captain, 
put when she was in severe distress, and after the 
captain had ordered out the boats. The learned judge, 
guarding himself against the inference that the 458th 
section of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, would 
make a ship liable for life salvage in respect of ordinary 
deserters from the ship when in distress, seems to have 
been guided very much by the consideration that the 
captain of the vessel afterwards received these men 
again as part of his crew, and that, though they had no 
orders to leave the vessel, none were given to the con- 
trary. In the second case there were cross suits, one 
for salvage, the other for injury done by the negligence 
of the salving vessel. Both were successful; the learned 
judge holding that the negligence was not so great as 
to disentitle the salving vessel to all claim for salvage; 
but not laying down any principle as to the circeum- 
stances under which, if at all, negligence would have 
that effect ; nor is it easy to see what would do so short 
of an act of negligence which induced a danger to the 
salved ship as great as that from which she was rescued. 





On Thursday week an inquest was held at Liverpool on 
the body of Mr. Henry Christian, solicitor, of Liverpool 
and Southport, who committed suicide by jumping from 
the Princes’ Pier head. A verdict of suicide while of 
unsound mind was returned. 


Mr. N. Hamer, tipstaff to Lord Chief Baron Kelly, was 
taken suddenly ill on Monday as he was going to the court. 
He was taken to Westminster Hospital, where shortly 
after his admission he died of apoplexy. He was about 
seventy years of age, and had held the post of tipstaffie 
the Court of Exchequer for about thirty years. 
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Rehiews. 


A WORD TO LEGAL AUTHORS. 


Turre are a few words which it has for some time been 
upon our mind to say, and which may as well now be 
said. We not unfrequently receive from authors of 
legal works letters acquainting us with the merits of 
their productions, and with the favourable opinions 
expressed of them by persons of authority. It may 
perhaps save some trouble to these gentlemen in future 
if we say, once for all, that their communications 
invariably find their way to the waste-paper basket, and 
never exercise the least influence on the critic. If the 
writers of these letters knew anything of the gentlemen 
who do us the honour to review books in these columns 
they would see the absurdity of their attempts to in- 
fluence criticism. 


PETITION OF RIGHT. 


Peririon or Ricut: An Inquiry iyto its History anp 
Natvre. By Atrrep Cursitt, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Sweet. 


In this scholarly pamphlet on the Petition of Right 
Mr. Cutbill gives us his views on a subject which he has 
studied with care and critical attention ; and though we 
cannot altogether assent to his conclusions, we are in- 
debted to him for the research with which he has illus- 
trated a curious and interesting subject. It would be 
idle to attempt to discuss with Mr. Cutbill the ancient 
records and authorities to which he refers; to do so 
would require a research equal to his own. All we can 
pretend to do is to see whether, upon his statement of 

“them, his conclusions appear to be well warranted. The 
author's view is that originally the subject had the same 
right to sue the king as any private person, that is, both in 
respect of the form and the extent of the remedy. But 
here we must observe that the word originally is some- 
what vague. Mr. Cutbill does not profess to take us 
farther back than the reign of Henry III., and he bases 
his opinion mainly on the testimony of Chief Justice 
Wilby that a writ had been in use in that reign against 
the king, which ran in the ordinary form, and that this 
was superseded by Edward I. either in his own reign, or 
by his influence in the latter part of the reign of Henry 
IlI. We may take it, on the historical evidence which 
Mr. Cutbill adduces, that this statement is true; but it 
is not so clear that a precedent which dates only in the 
disturbed reigno: Henry III. is entitled to any great 
weight, uor does the author himself appear to contend 
that the form of suing by petition of right which has 
prevailed for 600 years should now be changed; indeed, 
it is part of his case that the word “ petition” does not 
import anything inconsistent with the claim being one 
A strict right, and not a mere suit for grace and favour. 
The substantial part of the question, then, really concerns 
not the form but the extent of the remedy which ought 
to be afforded to the subject. And here we cannot see 
that his demonstration is equally conclusive. In Z'obin 
v. The Queen (16 C. 3. N.S. 387) it was held—and the 
view has just been reiterated by the Queen’s Bench in 
Thomas ¥. The Queen--that the onl y claims for which a 
petition of right lay were claims for property which was 
wrongly in the hands of the Crown, or for debts which 
the Crown had contracted, Mr. Cutbill thinks the right 
went much further, but we cannot see that he produces 
any instances of a petition of right having been success. 
fully provecuted, or even admitted in principle, in respect 
of any other class of claims. Granting, therefore, that 
in the strictest sense a petition of right was a legal 
dlaim on which by law the Crown was bound to afford 
redress, the historical evidence still fails to show that 


this legal claim existed with respect to claims other than 
those to which the ruling in Tobin v. The Queen restricts 
it. ; 

Mr. Cutbill, however, complains—and here there seems 
to be some inconsistency in his argument—that the courts 
have not advanced with thé times, and that the right 
still remains circumscribed within the same limits which 
confined it 600 years ago, although in the interval the 
relations of the Crown and the Commonwealth have been 
so fundamentally changed. But, with great respect, 
this very change tells, in our opinion, in the very oppo. 
site direction. Whatever reason might have existed for 
\ giving a right of action against the Crown in the days 
when the officers of Government were strictly the per. 
sonal servants of the monarch, and acted by his personal 
direction, that reason is not increased but diminished 
when the acts of Government are so largely performed 
under statutory powers and under the direction of 
Parliament. Mr. Cutbill would avoid this difficuity by 
saying that the position of the Crown having been 
changed in this way, that change should be recognised 
by the courts in this sense, that the action which for. 
merly lay against the Crown in its personal character 
should be now held to lie against the Crown in its re. 
presentative, or, as Mr. Cutbill says, its presidential 
character. We do not, however, follow this argument, 
Either by law wrongs committed by servants of the Crown 
formerly grounded an action against the Crown, in which 
case the complaint ought to be not that the remedy has 
not been increased, but that the remedy has been nar. 
rowed (though, as we have said, we do not see the his- 
torical evidence of this) ; or such wrongs did not formerly 
ground an action against the Crown, in which case to 
give a right of action which did not exist before, on the 
ground that the position of the Crown has changed, 
would be nothing short of an act of legislation. But 
to make any such change involves a further difficulty, 
which is indicated plainly enough in statute 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 34, ss. 11—14, but to which Mr. Cutbill seems 
not to have given enough attention. Judgment is to no 
purpose without execution. In matters which touch the 
personal acts and revenues of the Crown the judgment 
of the court might be sufficient warrant for the discharge 
of the obligation. But such a judgment could never 
warrant those who administer the strictly public finances 
in paying any sum out of them without the appropria- 
tion of Parliament. If Parliament recognises, as it has 
done in statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 34, the propriety of 
paying out of the public funds claims relating to the 
public to which the courts have given effect by judgment, 
and thus impliedly undertakes te appropriate funds for 
that purpose, then the judgment will have its effect. 
But what reason is there to suppose that Parliament 
would recognise the propriety of providing funds to 
meet charges which the courts saw fit to impose, by ex- 
tending the remedy beyond the limits fixed by law and 
precedent, out of a consideration of the altered relation 
of the Crown and Commonwealth ? Every consideration, 
including the maxim that the king can do no wrong, 
which, notwithstanding Mr. Cutbill’s polemic against it, 
we look upon as a cardinal principle of the constitution, 
appears to us to point to the necessity of any alteration 
being made, not by the action of the courts, but by that 
of Parliament. 

But ought any alteration to be made ? 
to us not 80 clear. 


That appears 
It may be that the remedy should 
be somewhat extended; but we cannot concur in thinking 
that such an extension should take place to anything 


like the degree suggested by Mr. Cutbill. To allow of 
claims against the Government for every wrong or sup- 
posed wrong done by any officer of Government (and the 
author's view hardly stops short of this, for the limita- 
tions suggested in the case of W. Doddingeseles, to which 
he refers, merely amount to saying that the Crown is not 
answerable for the acts of public enemies), would make 
the carrying on of government impossible. 





But while we differ from some of the author's specu- 
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lative opinions, we must again express our sense of the 
interest and value of his historical inquiries; and we 
trust that he may resolve on favouring the public with 
the Short Treatise on the Prerogative which he announves 
as in contemplation, and which the present pamphlet 
gives us every reason to anticipate with pleasure. 


OUTLINES OF EQUITY. 


Baviry UNDER THE JupIcaTuRE AcT, oR, THE RELATION 
or Eauiry to Common Law. By CuHatoner WILtiam 
Cuvte, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworths. 


The chief fault we have to find with Mr. Chute’s book 
is that the title is too ambitious. The work is really 
composed of lectures, which, as we gather from the dedi- 
cation, were delivered .at the Law Institution. Con- 
sidered as a sketch of equity jurisprudence, the book is 
deserving of praise, both for clearness of exposition and 
for the interesting way in which modern cases are used 
to illustrate the doctrines expounded. But we fail to 
see why Mr. Chute should call his book Equity under the 
Judicature Act, or claim special credit for defining the 
relation of equity to the common law. No outline of 
equity jurisprudence would be at all complete which did 
not attempt this definition, and though Mr. Chute devotes 
considerable pains to bringing out with clearness the 
extent to which equity follows the law, the greater part of 
the book is devoted to an elementary exposition of some of 
the leading doctrines of equity. The prominence given 
by the title to the subject of the first chapter is some- 
-what unfortunate, for we regard some parts of that 
‘chapter as among the least satisfactory parts of the 
book. It opens with a very slight sketch of the rise of 


that portion of equity jurisprudence which does not con- | 


flict with the common law, except in so far as it provides 
amore efficacious remedy, and this is followed by the his- 
tory of the doctrines relating to trusts, which is contained 
in less than five lines. There are traces, both in this 
chapter, and occasionally elsewhere, of a want of careful 
revision. Thus, on pp. 17, 88, where Mr. Chute remarks 
that the doctrines of trusts and administration will be 
new to some of the divisions of the High Court, and on 
p. 21, where he says that the non-litigious administra- 
tive business of the courts of equity may easily be 
carried out by any division of the High Court, the author 
lays himself cpen to the suspicion of having overlooked 
section 34, sub-section 3, of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
under which, subject to rules of court, all causes and 
matters for the administration of the estates of deceased 


persons, the execution of trusts, &c., are to be assigned | 


to the Chancery Division of the High Conrt. On p. 21 
the following sentence occurs, commencing a new pata- 
graph :—“ Thus I have shortly, and I hope clearly, 
traced the history of the growth of the Court of Chan- 


eery as a separate jurisdiction, and have endeavoured to | 


show that there is no essential difference between the 
two.” What two? We may guess, but are not told. 
We may point out another instance of imperfect revision 
at p. 86, lines 11, 12 from the top. Lord Cairns and 
Lord Justice James will be surprised to hear (p. 87) that 


in Ex parte Holland Re Heneage (22 W. R. 425, L. R. | 


Ch. 307)they decided that “a married woman cannot 
be adjudicated a bankrupt at all.” We were not aware 
that their Lordships had overruled the cases of Za Vie v. 
Philips (1 W. Bl. 570) and Ex parte Franks (7 Bing. 
762). 

These are specimens of errors which a little more care 
would have obviated, and we draw attention to them in 
the hope that, in his next edition, Mr. Chute will sub- 
ject the work to a thorough revision, and so add to the 
valve of what as it stands, appears to us to be a useful 

ide to the leading principles of equity jurisprudence. 
The book is written iu easy and familiar language, and 
likely to prove more attractive to the student than 
Many formal treatises. The chapter on rescission and 
Tetification for mistake strikes us as an exceedingly 
gvod piece of elementary exposition, and the selection of 


Ilustrative cases seems to be generally judicious. We 
must, however, add a word of regret that Mr. Chute has 
adopted the practice of prefixing a dedication to his 
work. We cannot imagine that any good end is served 
by reviving this custom, which we really hoped had be- 
come altogether obsolete. 








Poates. 


IN REPLY TO SOME CRITICISMS made by a correspondent of 
the Times on the Statute Law Revision Act (No. 2) of last 
session, ‘* Reviser” writes as follows:—The Bill in ques- 
tion was prepared with scrupulous care by those entrusted 
with its preparation. It passed through both Houses un- 
altered. That no inaccuracy can be discovered in a work 
full of difficulties I do not venture to affirm, bat certainly 
your correspondent has not brought any to light. He ap- 
pears to assume that such a bill is intended to be a cata- 
| logue of all the repeals effected by all the Acts of a sessioa. 
Tts true object is quite different. It takes no note of those 
repeals which Parliament makes in altering existing legis- 
lation. To do so would be to repeal twice over —to slay 
the slain. The preamble of a Revision Act states that it 
is expedient to repeal certain enactments which have ia 
any manner ceased to be in force otherwise than by ex- 
press repeal. Accordingly, its office is to sweep away from 
the Statute-book those Acts and parts of Acts which, not 
having been specifically repealed, have become spent, 
superseded, or obsolete. These repeals are obviously of 

an entirely distinct kind from those which Parliament, 
in its discretion, makes by way of amending tke laws 
in force, as in the instances cited of the Licensing 
and Factory Acts. Both classes of repeals — the 
formal and the substantial — are ultimately given effect 
to in the Revised Statutes now in course of publication, a 
work to which the Revision Bills are merely preparatory 
and subservient. The desire expressed ‘‘that Revision 
Acts should be passed at the very end of a session, so ag 
to take notice of all changes daring its progress,” even if 
such were the purpose of Revision Bills, is simply chime- 
rical. Out of the ninety-six public Acts passed in 1874, 
no less than forty-two reached their last stage only on the 
| day of prorogation. Revision Bills have to get through 
| their several stages in both Houses, like other Bills, and 





| unless introduced in sufficient time before the end of the 


session they would sbare the fate which befalls many 
| other Bills of being thrown over. If your correspondent 

wants tc see a catalogue of all the repeals effected during 
| the session, he will tind it in the table prefixed to the 
Queen’s Printer’s Edition of the Statutes of each year, 
which shows the effects of the year’s legislation on former 
Acts. There it is in its proper place; certainly not in « 
Revision Bill.” 


THE Question under what cireamstances the respondent ta 
a debtor's summons ought to be required to give security 
for the debt claimed, when the proceedings on the summons 
are stayed pending the trial of the validity of the alleged 
| debt, has been diseussed in several recent ewes. In Es 
| parte Wier (20 W. R. 457, L. R. 7 Ch. 319), Lord Justice 
| Mellish said, ‘In determining whether security should be 
} given, the registrar ought cot only to consider the solveacy 
of the alleged debtor, but also what is the probability that 
the claimant will be able to establish a debt? If the pro- 
bability is that there is a gord defence, security ought mot 
to be required.” And in Er parte Lowenthal (22 W. B 
459, L. R. 9 Ch. 324), the same learned judge sald, “If 
there is a question to be tried, the judge has a discretiog, 
and if on the balance of evidence he thinks there is a pro- 
bability that a good defence will be maie out, usaally ne 
security is required; but if this is not made out to his sate 
faction, it is right that he should require security.” In Ez 
parte Turner, heard by Lord Justice James on Thursday, & 
somewhat similar question arese, and his Lordship thought 
that the registrar had been wrong im requiring secertty te 
be givea by a summoned debtor, on the ground that upoa 
the evidence there was at least as much probability that the 
defence would be successful as that the claimant woald 
t establish his debt. Tais appears te carry the principle ofthe 
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previous decisions somewhat further in favour of the respon- 
dent toa debtor's summons. 

In Ex parte Watson, anotbersimilarcase heard on the same 
day, the Lord Justice decided that a summoned debtor 
must give security, inasmuch as the claimant had made 
out avery strong primd facie case, while the respondent 
had not shown anything like a strong case against it. 
Under such circumstances his Lordship said that, if secu- 
rity were not required, the provisions of the statute 
would be reduced to a dead letter. 


In a cast of Ex parte Angell, heard by Lord Justice James 
on Tuesday, there was a conflict of evidence as to the day 
on which a debtor’s summons had been served. The creditor 
asserted that the service had been effected on the 22nd July ; 
the debtor alleged that there had been no service until the 
25th July. In the one case an act of bankruptcy by non- 
compliance with the summons would have been complete on 
the 13th of August; in the other case there would have been 
no act of bankruptcy until the 16th of August. The 
summoning creditor had on the 13th August made the 
usual affidavit in support of a bankruptcy petition founded 
on non-compliance with the summons. If the debtor's 
view as to the date of service of the summons was correct, 
this affidavit was sworn before the act of bankruptcy had 
been committed. The registrar who heard the petition 
thought it unnecessary to go into the question of fact in dis- 
pute, because the bankruptcy petition was not presented 
until the 17th August, which was in either case more than 
twenty-one days from the service. The Lord Justice, how- 
ever, held that the actual date of service must be determined 
upon the evidence, and that, if the later date was the true 
one, the bankruptcy petition could not be supported upon 
an affidavit sworn before the commission of the act of 
bankruptcy deposed to. It is difficult to conceive how any 
other conclusion could have been arrived at; but still the 
case is worthy of note as showing how necessary it is that 
the proceedings on a debtor's summons should be strictly 
regular. 


THE PRUSSIAN CORRESPONDENT of the Times in a recent 
letter gave the following curious picture of the position of 
theGerman judges :—“ T he German judge, irremovable up to 
1848, in the reactionary period which succeeded that year 
had his position made a much more dependent one than 
formerly. If he retains his character for independence and 
integrity, this is owing to the sterling qualities of the class 
rather than to the protection afforded its individual members 
by the law. Again, it is evident that if judicial proceedings 
are really to be equalised throughout the length and breadth 
of the German territory, the States ought not to be left at 
liberty to determine the qualifications of the men destined to 
administer the law. In Prussia, for instance, a man must 
have been an Assistant-Judge, at least, before he is eligible 
as an advocate. In some of the minor States the opposite 
career is demanded. Then, as regards salaries, they are so 
small that the most eminent judges are constantly resigning 
their posts and petitioning to be permitted to establish them- 
selves as advocates, that they may be able to support their 
families.” 


THE QUESTION oF the power of the House of Represen- 


+ 


tatives of the United States to punish for pt was 
settled by the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
ease of Anderson,y. Dunn (6 Wheaton, 204). T'bat authority, 
it appears, has been uniformly acquiesced in for over fifty 
years. But in Stewart v. Blaine, before the Supreme Court, 
the question was recently raised afresh upon a case in which 
the plaintiff had been arrested by order of the House for 
refusing to answer certain questions put to him by a com- 
mittee of the House. ‘The court held that the point was 
completely covered by authority ; that the House had un- 
doubtedly power to commit for contempt, and that 
when a person ia found guilty of a contempt, the order 
of the House directing his commitment is a complete pro- 
tection to the Speaker who orders him into custody of 
the sergeant-at-arme. 











Lord Justice James announced on Thursday that the 
Lord Chancellor intends to resume his eittings in the Appeal 
Court next Friday, 





—$——_ 


THE LEGAL DEPARTMENTS COMMISSION 
ON THE COUNTY COURTS. 


Tue Commissioners in their recent report say with reference 
to the County Courts, — 

“The County Courts, which require annually a provision 
of about £580,000 for salaries, pensions, buildings, and other 
expenses, with a per contra of £380,000 in fees, are nearly 
the only courts the jurisdiction of which is not expressly 
transferred to the High Court of Justice by the Judicature 
Act of last session. The origin of these courts dates from 
1846, when they were established by the Act 9 & 10 Viet, 
c. 95, which abolished courts of requests and constituted 
the county courts in their place, We have examined Mr, 
Nicol, the superintendent of the county court department of 
the Treasury, on points connected with the expenses of these 
courts, and in regard to the control which the Treasury can 
exercise over that expense, but we have not thought it 
necessary to require any further evidence in regard to the 
duties or remuneration of the officers generally, as the whole 
question was recently very fully considered by your 
Majesty’s Judicature Commissioners, who, after taking a 
good deal of evidence, made a report, which was presented to 
Parliament in 1872, in which they described the jurisdiction, 
manner of payment, and duties of the judges and officers of 
the courts, In tke conclusions arrived at by the Judicature 
Commissioners, so far as they fall within the scope of the in- 
quiries entrusted to us, and so far as they would sim at 
diminishing expense by a concentration of courts, and 
simplification of the business discharged by the officers, we 
generally concur, but it appears to us that some further ob- 
servations on these questions may not be out of place. The 
anticipation of the Judicature Commissioners that the county 
courts would be constituted as branches of the High-Court of 
justice, under the Judicature Act, has not been realised. We 
do not know how far it is the intention of your Majesty's 
Government hereafter to propose legislation with a view to 
give effect to the recommendations of those commissioners, 
but it appears to us that there is room for a considerable con- 
centration of courts, and for a diminution of the number of 
the judges and registrars. It was stated to us that the plan 
of establishing centres for the county court jurisdiction, which 
the Judicature Commission has recommended, might be 
open to the objection that it would oblige suitors in small 
cases, which constitute the mass of county court business, to 
go long distances, before the case in which they were in- 
terested could be heard. Any such result as this would, no 
doubt, be opposed tothe principle on which the courts were 
established, viz., to bring an expeditious and inexpensive 
means of recovering small debts within the reach of everyone, 
It is not, however, clearly established that such a result need 
necessarily follow from the adoption of this plan, but in any 
case there would be no departure from the principle referred 
to if the circuits were made larger in extent, and the number 
of judges diminished, so that the judges generally should be 
required to hold more courts, and at more places, than is now 
the case. The number of judges is limited by statute (21 & 
22 Vict., c. 74) to sixty, and there are at the present time 
fifty-seven, so that some absorption of circuits has taken 
place, but Mr. Nicol is of opinion that there is room for 
further consolidation, We find that although the days of 
sitting of some judges occupy nearly half the year, the average 
annual attendance of the whole number in the last ten years 
has not exceeded 135 days, so that it is not unreasonable to 
suppose that more work might fairly be required of them 
without unduly tasking their powers, or risking that the 
business should be done too quickly, or slurred over. We 
observe from the same return that the attendance in court and 
at chambers of the common law judges sverages 200 working 
days in the year. Mr. Nicol, in reply to questicns put 
him, when examined before the committee on civil service ex- 
penditure, and also before ourselves, admitted that the Treasury 
passesses no power to carry out a reduction in the number of 
county court judges, and had no initiative in the matter, the 
discretion resting under statute with the Lord Chancellor. 

“ We are of opinion that the remuneration now pre:eri 
by statute 28 & 29 Vict., c. 99, for the judges, viz, 
£1,500 a year, is not excessive, although the extension of 
equitable jurisdiction to these courts, which was the reason 
for granting the increase of salary, does not seem to have 
materially added to the duties of the judges. Since then, 
however, they have had increased work given to them in 
bankruptcy, and, in a few instances, in admiralty suits; and 
it appears o us that, even if future judges are required to un- 
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dertake enlarged circuits, the salary now received would be 
gaffcient. ‘The registrars at present are 498 in number; and 
asthe Act of 19 & 20 Vict., c. 108, s. 9, provides that 
there shall be a registrar for each court, a reduction in the 
number of these officers could only be effected in one of two 
qays: by placing several courts under one registrar, or by 
diminishing the total number of courts. It appears that the 
(Legislature in 1856 advisedly put a stop to the practice of 
having one registrar for several courts, and that it is stili 
thought desirable to limit a registrar’s duties to one court. 
Tt would seem, indeed, that even if a registrar were able to 
discharge his duties in several distinct courts, he must still 
have an office in each place where courts are held, to enable 
ints to be entered, so that there would be no great saviug 
such an arrangement. The diminution of the number of 
courts appears more feasible, and is required by the small 
amount of business which some of them now transact. Mr. 
Nicol considers that sixty might be abolished. There are, 
nodoubt, anomalies in the present manner of remunerating 
the registrars, as they are paid partly by salaries, regulated 
according to the number of plaints which they issue, and for 
other descriptions of work by tees. In principle, there is 
Jittle to distinguish the salaries, which are regulated by the 
gumber of plaints, from a payment altogether by fees ; as the 
registrar receives and accounts for the latter, from which he 
is then permitted to deduct the amount of his salary; so that 
whatever objections attach to a system of remuneration by 
fees, as giving an officer a personal interest in the litigation 
brought into his court, would apply in an equal degree to 
salaries so regulated. This mode of payment dates from 
1856, when it was established by the Act of 19 & 20 Vict., 
¢..108, on a recommendation of a Roval Commission, in 1855, 
on county courts ;* but it appears that, whereas the com- 
‘missioners had contemplated a minimum salary of £60 for 
200 plaints, the Act provided one of £120, now reduced to 
£100 under the later statute of 29 Vict., ¢. 14. The 
registrars, therefore, not only have obtained a higher scale 
than was originally intended, but the system seems burthened 
with unnecessary complexity; because it is provided that up 
06,000 plaints the registrar is to pay for his clerks out of the 
fees which he takes, and the balance goes to his remuneration; 
bat above 6,000 plaints he receives a fixed salary, which can- 
notexceed £700, and his clerks are paid for by the Treasury. 
Ifthe principle of a payment by results, to cover all expenses, 
isgood up to 6,000 plaints, we should consider it equally 
good for any number above that limit, and we think that it 
might be possible so to recast the scule as to provide for a 
payment by results throughout, whatever the number of 
plaints, without leaving too large a profit to the registrars. 
The Judicature Commission has, indeed, recommended that 
the registrars should be paid wholly by salary, and precluded 
ftom practising in any profession while holding the office. 
This latter suggestion could only be carried out if the plan of 
establishing central courts were adopted, because, at present, 
the business in a great majority of small courts is so limited 
that no salary which could reasonably be assigned for such 
duties would compensate a professional man for renouncing 
his practice. We are not prepared to say that it would be 
undesirable to pay these officers wholly by salaries, but if it 
is coupled with a renunciation of practice, they might regard 
themselves as standing in the position of permanent civil 
fervants of the Crown, and as such entitled to pensions. An 
addition to the pension list of any considerable proportion of 
49%8 officers is a serious consideration, unless compensated for 
by diminution of salary. In the event, however, of a payment 
fixed salary being substituted for the present system we 
@onsider that an allowance, regulated according to the extent 
af assistance required, should be made to the registrar to enable 
to provide clerks, The number of Treasurers and of 
High Bailiffs of the courts is in process of gradual reduction, 
ander an Act passed in 1866 (29 Vict. c. 14), by which it is 
Provided that, as vacancies occur in the office of Treasurer, 
the office shall be abolished, and the work be dissharged by 
uch persons as the ‘Treasury shall think fit. There are now 
n Treasurers, the number at the time of the passing of 

the Act having been twenty-three. By the same Act, arrange- 
Ments were made to insure, as far as possible, that as the 
Alice of High Bailiff falls vacant it shall be merged ia that of 
» and the result is that the numbers of thege officers 
“ae being reduced at the rate of about fifteen a year, Having 





* In the Roport of 1955 the registrar is called “ clerk." 
The title of registrar was given to the clerk, in the followiag 
Sear, by 19 & 20 Viot., 0. 108, 8, 8. 





reg ard to these considerations, it does not appear to us to be 
necessary to offer any further observations respecting these 
two clas-e3 of officers. By an Act of 1870, 33 & 34 Vict., 

ce. 15, the duty of providing courts and offices for the county 
courts was vested in the office of works, and this service 
appears, therefore, to be under the control of a responsible 
department of Government. 

** We have taken some evidence on the subject of the 
introduction of the stamp system in the collection of 
the fees of the county courts. They are now taken 
in money, constituting in this respect an almost solitary 
exception to the present practice in other courts. It 
is very desirable to have uniformity in such matters,” if 
possible, but the officers of the county courts are opposed to 
stamps, because, they say: 1. That they are not required for 
security and for preventing dishonesty, as, under the arrange- 
ments now adopted, no fraud can be perpztrated. 2. That 
having regard to the class of suitors in county courts, who are 
often illiterate people, and the rare employment of pro- 
fessional men, the system would not be understood, and mis- 
takes would be of constant occurrence. 3. That the work of 
audit of the accounts would be enormously increased ifstamps 
were substituted for money payments. Oa this we would re- 
mark :—1. That ezea if the present system were as perfect 
as is maintained, the constant handling of small sums of 
money by so many persons in subordinate Situations appears 
to us to be likely to lead to temptation, and to be undesirable 
if ic can be prevented. 2. That the plea that the stamp 
system would lead to confusion has, we believe, been advanced 
in every case in which it has been proposed to bring it into 
Operation, but the result has shown that such fears were un- 
founded, and we see no greater reason why the suitors in 
county courts in England should fiad a difficulty in paying 
their fees in stamps than the corresponding class ia the civil 
bill courts in Ireland, or the class of persons, often illiterate, 
who now are allowed to prove wills, without professional aid, 
in the Probate Court. 3. It is probable, if the preseat system 
of bookkeeping were continued, after the fees had been taken 
in stamps, that the labour of audit would be increased, and 
we have no doubt that this result would follow on the adoption 
of a plan which was suggested by Mr. Nicol in his evideace. 
It would not be safe to allow stamps to be attached to any 
document which passed out of the custody of an officer of the 
court; but we are of opinion that if the plaint notes were pre- 
pared in books, with counterfvils, the particulars beiag entered 
both oa the plaint and on the coun:erfoil, aud ifthe stamp 
were attached to the latter, while the plaint note was taken 
away by the suitor, it would enable the audit to be effected as 
easily as at present. Tae counterfoil would serve as a record, 
and as the stamps would remain in the custody of an officer of 
the court, arrangements could be made to prevent them from 
being afterwards tampered with. Etther im this, or in some 
other way which may suggest itself to the practical knowledge 
of the officers of the courts, we consider that an effort should 
be made to introduce the system of collecting the fees in 
stamps.” 








At the banquet given by the Lord | Mayor of Dablin ta 
the judges the Irish Chief Justice said that “he spoke on 
behalf of twelve judges. He hai nothing to say to that 
healess institution the Court of Chancery ; but if anything 
could be said for it, he trusted they would give an impartial 
hearing to the speaker. There were twelve judges, as they 
knew, who were divided into three courts. Oae was the 
Exchequer, which, he maintained, should always be full; 
another, the Common Pleas, was one of the most ancieat 
courts in the realm, and the judges of it discharzed their 
duties with courage and ability. The third, to which he 
belonged, was the Queen’s Bench. If he was to lose the 
gentleman who sat on one side of him, he would lose 
his right arm; and if he lost the gentleman who sat on the 
other side he would lose his left ara ; and in that ampu- 
tated and crippled condition he appealed to their humanity 
to say would he ever squeeae through the duties which he 
had to perform. He therefore trusted that the ancient 
twelre would still continue to administer justice as he be- 
lieved they had hitherto conscientiously doue.” 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong, of the Irish bar, met with a 
serious accident on Thursday. He went upon the stage of 
the Grafton Theatre of Varieties to obtain information ia 
connection with a trial ia which he is counsel for the pro- 
prietors, and fell down a staircase, receiving severe ine 
uries, 
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General Correspondence. 


Tue Bankruptcy System. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—There are plenty of defects in the present law of 
bankruptcy, and as an opportunity offers by the appoint- 
ment of the Lord Chancellor's Commission to get some 
at least of them amended, I send some observations which 
may be of use in starting discussion. 

I would say a few words on the constitution of 
the Commission, No one will quarrel with the selection 
of the gentlemen whose names have been announced as 
members, but it ought to be pointed out that they do not 
include representatives of two important classes. 

First, there are no members of the mercantile community 
named. How is this? Commercial men are surely of all 
others most interested in the subject of the inquiry, and un- 
fortunately for themselves, either as creditors or as the re 
presentatives of creditors, they have constant personal ex- 
perience of bankruptcy, including liquidation and 
composition proceedings. Might not the Chambers of 
Commerce be very properly asked to nominste two ex- 
perienced commercial gentlemen toserveon the Commission ? 
There should also be one or two practical men of business 
who can look at the matter from a statesmanlike point of 
view. The names of several members of Parliament worthy 
of being thus described will at once suggest themselves 
to your readers. 

Secondly, there should be appointed some practising 

solicitors who, as regards bankruptcy, may be termed 
‘outsiders ””—that is, those who, whilst having great ex- 
perience jn the subject as representing creditors, seldom 
xle a petition or carry a choice of trustee. It should be 
remembered that the “ outside” creditors are really those 
who suffer more than any other class from the defects of 
the present system. 

I will now try to give your readers the results of nearly 
ive years’ experience of the present law, confining myself as 
much as possible to pointing out serious evils in procedure, 
and suggesting remedies which I think worthy of dis- 
ccssion. 

The fist thing which strikes one is the extraordinary 
ciference between bankruptcy and liquidation—adifference 
1 s to the personal treatment of the debtor, and also as 
to the mode adopted in winding up the debtor's estate. 
The object in both proceedings must be the same—viz., to 
realise the greatest possible dividend for the benefit of the 
creditors as speedily and ivexpensively as possible, and it 
is strange that the adoption of the bankruptcy mode or 
the liquidation mode should be generally left to be deter- 
mined by the mere accident of the debtor filing a petition 
for liquidation, or being forced into bankruptcy by a 
hostile creditor. Of course, it will be understood that I 
am not pow referring to such liquidation petitions as result 
i1 compositions, as they do not involve the realisation of 
tre debtor's estate. 

Perbaps the Act of 1869 was framed upon the supposi- 
tion that a man voluntarily filing a petition, and thereby 
giving up bis all to his creditors, is to be considered in a 
more favourable light than one who is driven into bank- 
ruptcy in a hostile manner. Whether this was so or not, 
in practice it is found that a liquidating debtor is usually 
able to arrange with his creditors and get his discharge 
with the greatest ease, while a bankrupt may be, and 
generally is, kept without his discharge for very many 
months, even if he gets it at all. Now, I believe everyone 
who has bad anything ts do with the working of the Act 
will admit that the proportion of fraadalent liquidating 
debtors is quite as large as that of fraudulent bankrupts; 
and that quite as much investigation is required in liqui- 
dations as in bankruptcies, 

The number of debtors who petition is vastly greater 
than the number of bankrupts. In 1873 the namber of 
bankruptcies was a little over 1,000, whilst the number of 
liquidations was nearly nine times that number. This 
shows conclusively that there is some-very strong reason 
which impele debtors to liquidate rather than become 
bankropt. It is obvious that that reason is solely the ease 
with which the debtor can “ get through” a liquidation an 
compere’d with a bankruptcy. The principal objects ia 





bankruptcy, as in liquidation, are first to realise the estate, 
economically, and so as to pay the largest dividend pog. 
sible ; the second (which is auxiliary to the first), to cause 
the debtor to explain his transactions where necessary, 
render every information, and give all assistance required 
for the winding up of his estate. There is a third object, 
but it is, for the purpose of this discussion, of small im. 
portance. It is the punishment of fraudulent debtors, 
Now, how are these two former objects best to be achieved ? 
For my own part I should deprecate any going back to the 
old system, There are still existing many bankruptcies 
commenced before 1870 which are standing reproaches, 
and warnings of quite sufficient force to prevent our desir- 
ing to retrace eur steps. Anyone who can recollect the. 
system of official assignees twenty years ago, or who hag. 
had experience in carrying on a bankruptcy under the law: 
of 1869, “ with the aid of the registrar as trustee,” knows. 
the difficulty of dealing with an estate at all complicated; 
under those systems. The official assignees or trustees 
may be ever so desirous of doing their work well, bat it is 
impossible. They must consult the court at almost every 
step, which causes enormous expense, and they will not 
move (and in their position they are quite right in refusing: 
to move) until they clearly see their way to sufficient funds 
for the purpose, On the other hand, unofficial trustees, 
who make a business of the work, are pressed to get in 
estates rapidly and well by the most powerful of all incen. 
tives, self-interest. They have to depend for their living- 
on pleasing creditors, and many a good dividend has been 
realised by unofficial trustees running risks which official 
assignees would properly have refused to enconnter. In. 
Scotland experience has shown that the system of throwing 
into the creditors’ hands the winding up of the estate, in- 
stead of keeping it in the hands of the court, is essentially: 
good, and that system would have shown the same results 
in England if it had had a fair chance. Bn, as I 
sball endeavour hereafter to show, the law of 
1869, whilst professing to hand tbe affairs over to the 
creditors, has so arranged matters, more particularly with 
reference to the filing of liquidation petitions, the exami- 
nation of liquidating debtors, and the appointment of 
trustees of their estates, as to render all except the 
debtor’s friends and the accountants perfectly impotent.. 
I believe public opinion is still strongly in favour of 
reditors winding upthe estate for themselves, and that,.. 
full of defects as our present liquidation system is, cre-- 
ditors have realised far more by winding up debtors 
affairs in liquidation in their own way than they woald 
have done in bankruptcy, or under any official trustee” 
system, There have been many cases where the whole 
of the proceeds of the liquidating debtor's estate have 
been distributed amongst the creditors, and the debtor has 
had his discharge within a month or six weeks from the 
date of the first meeting, and I have known a case where 
no more than ten days have been required for the purpose. 
This would have been impossible ander bankruptcy oF 
with official trustees. 

Why should not estates of bankrupts be wound up in 
precisely the same manner as those of liquidating debtors ? 
And why should not the creditors of bankrupts have an 
option at the first meeting of having a composition in the 
same way as creditors of a liquidating debtor? I can give 
no sofficient answer to these questions, and do not believe: 
that one can be given. I am most strongly of opinion 
that bankruptcy ought to be assimilated to the present 
practice in liquidation, in so far as relates to the winding 
up of the estate. 

As regards the matters personal to the debtor himself, 
the explanation of his conduct and transactions, and the 
granting of his discharge, &c, it would be well if liquida- 
tion proceedings were assimilated, to some extent, to the 
present system in bankruptcy. What happens at a first 
meeting under a liqnidation? The debtors’ accounts are 
produced at the meeting—never before it, unless to a few 
friendly creditors. The debtor cannot be put upon his 
oath, and is asked only such questions as may occur to- 
the creditors in the hurry and confasion of # public meet- 
ing. He cannot be asked them afterwards with any effect. 
on the resolutions passed at the meeting (see Lr parte Levy 
4 Co., Re Varbetian, 19 W. Ri. 686, L. R. 11 Bq. 619, in 
which case the Chief Judge is reported to have said, 
“that great inconvenience would arise if, after proper 
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—— 
inquiries had been made at the meetings, a second exami- 
nation might be instituted before the registrar.”) Am I 
not justified in describing tke creditors as perfectly im- 
t, and is it not mockery to tell them to question the 
debtor, when they are utterly without information to 
enable them to do so, especially as they caunot put him on 
hisoath ? To proceed. At the meeting the usual course 
jgthat the accountant, nominally at the irstance of “a 
creditor,” but really in the interest of the debtor, 
makes a settlement. He has prepared the accounts, which 
no one bat a few favoured friendly creditors have seen, 
and resolutions are passed without any real information, 
except what is derived er parte from tho debtor and his 
representative, the accountant, without any cross-exami- 
nation. Tuere is no time for deliberation; there is no 
jadge present to make the debtor answer, or to decide 
on the materiality of any questions put to him. Probably 
an offer of a composition is made, and the creditors are 
told if they do not take that they will most likely not 
anything. The creditors, ina hurry and a fog, having 
posuficient information to enable them to judge if the 
offer is a fair one, make up their minds to take the com- 
position or wind up the estate in liquidation, and the whole 
ings bear the impress of design on the part of the 

debtor and the friendly creditors, and weary submission on 
the part of allothers. This is a true picture of an ordi- 
sary first meeting under a liquidation as usually con- 
ducted at present, and is it to be wondered at that this 
state of things is not satisfactory tothe mercantile public ? 

The present practice as to meetings in bankruptcy is no 
better. The creditors, usually strangers to one another, 
meet in a court most inconveniently arranged for the pur- 
pose—the registrar being in the chair. Probably that 
oficial is taking other matters whilst the meeting is going 
on. Any attempt, by a creditor or his solicitor, to address 
any observation to any of the other creditors is out of 
order. The debtor’s account is placed on the file. There 
is n0 one to make a lucid statement of the debtor's affairs.* 
Few facts as to the real position of the debtor's estate 
are brought ovt. All is confusion; and the choice of 
assignee, instead of being made a question as to what 
appointment would be for the benefit of the creditors, is 
merely a persoral question. 

The remedy for all these evils is, in my opinion, simple. 
Iet bankruptcy and liquidation be amalgamated. Instead 
of one appointment for a first meeting and public examina- 
tion, let there be two appointments, the first, at least say 
seven days before the other, for the public examination of 
the debtor before the court. Within say three days after the 
filing of the petition by the debtor himself, or within seven 
days after adjudication in bankruptcy let the debtor 
file a list of his creditors, and a statement of his accounts, 
Verified on oath, and let a copy of each of these be sent, 
with the notice of the days appointed for the public ex- 
amination and the first meeting, to the different creditors. 
At the public examination the debtor or his representative 
should first make a statement of his affairs on oath, avd 
avy creditors who may choose to prove their debts should 
be entitled to cross-examine. The depositions should be 
taken down by a shorthand writer and submitted to the 
first meeting of the creditors. This would cost little if 
anything more than the two meetings now necessary for 
composition ; it would cause the debtor's affairs to be well 
Ventilated, and it would enable the creditors really to «e- 
liberate at the meeting. The court has ample control over 
costs and if it were understood that they would not be 
allowed to any creditor cross-examining the debtor with- 
ut sufficient reason they would be limited to a small 
amount. At present, when filing a liquidation petition the 
debtor is bound to file a list of his creditors. They are can- 
Yassed before the meeting, not for the appointment of a 
wustee who will do the best for the creditors, but for the 
‘ppointment of some particular individual. Canvassing, 
exept by creditors themselves iu person, should be sternly 
prohibited. The court has already reprobated the prac- 
tice of printing or writing the names of solicitors or their 

in the proxies sent out with the blank proofs in 
ieee REE 

* Liquidation meetings have an advantage here, for there 

& statement made, however one-sided it may be, Still it 
Would, one-sided as it is, atford an opportunity for cross- 
examination, if real cross-examination were possible, 











liquidation, but accountants habitually send blank proofs 
to creditors with their (the accountants’) names printed 
in the proxies. As to the meeting, experience shows 
that the “public meeting’’ system,as opposed to the 
plan of meeting in court, is far the best. Laymen are ill at 
ease in a court, never being sure whether tkey are not in- 


fringing some technical rule, and it is not always worth. 


while to employ a lawyer. This is why first meetings in 


bankruptoy at present present the spectacle of one or two. 


professional men scrambling for the choice, whilst lay 
creditors look on. Therefore I say, let the meeting be 
real meeting, not a proceeding in court, so that the cre-- 
ditors may have an opportunity of saying what they think 
freely. 

Stern prohibition of canvassing, publicity of the debtor’s 
affairs, and an opportunity for the creditors to cross-ex- 
amine are, in my opinion, the remedies for the abuses to 


which I have referred. Next week I hope to refer to 


some other evils of the existing bankruptcy system. 
E. F. Burremer Harston. 
1, Gresham-buildings, Guildhall, ¥.C., Nov. 28. 








DR. KENEALY. 


Tur Benchers of Gray’s inn resumed on Wednesday tke~ 


consideration of the charges preferred against Dr. Kenealy. 
The learned gentleman was not present or represented by 
anyone, The meeting was resumed at four o’clock, and 
lasted nearly two hours. The Benchers present were Mr. 
John Archibald Russell, Q.C., treasurer of the Inn, who- 
presided over the deliberations; the Solicitor-General, Mr- 
Wilde, Mr. Manisty, Q.C., Mr. Stephens, QC., Mr. South- 
gate, Q.C., Mr. Parker, Mr. Wigg, Mr. Whishaw, Mr. 
Blount, Mr. Tatham, Mr. Fooks, Q.C. Mr. Joyce, Q.C., Mr. 
Henniker, Q.C., and Mr. Edwards, Q.C. 

It was moved by Master Manisty, seconded by Master- 
Holker, Solicitor-General, and carried unanimously,— 

“That, in the opinion of the bench, Dr. Kenealy, being 
the editor of the newspaper called the Englishmen, replete 
as it still is with libels of the grossest character, is unfit 
to be a member of this honourable society or of the English 
Bar.” 

Moved by Master Manisty, seconded by Master Holker, 
and carried unanimously,— 

“That Dr. Kenealy’s call to the bar be, and the same is, 
hereby vacated ; that he be expelled from this society, and_ 
his name erased from the roll of the members thereof.” 

The Lord Chancellor, acting upon the threat contained 
in a letter of the 20th ult., has removed Dr. Kenesly's- 
name from the list of Queen's Counsel. Among the 
reasons given are systematic charges of bias, venality, 
and corruption brought by him against the persons con— 
pected, whether as jadges, jury, counsel, or otherwise, 
with the prosecution of The Queen v. Castro, intended to- 
lower the dignity of the bench and to degrade and discredit 
the administration of justice. 

Dr. Kenealy has written to the Benchers of Gray's-inn 
excusing himself from attendance at the recent inquiry upom 
the ground of ill-health, and stating that they had om 
former occasions manifested a most unfair and uo-Christian 
feeling in disbenching him unheard, and he therefore 
disdained to ask any favour of them in the nature of am 
adjournment of their proceedings, but he leaves them to 
do as they think fit, simply giving them notice that, as he 
means to appeal against their order of disbenchment, he 
should include in that appeal their order for disbarment. 
He could only regret that gentlemen with whom he always. 
lived on terms of courtesy, and to not one of whom he 
ever gave the least offence, should have lent themselves. 
to a series of acts which had half killed him, and which 
were calculated to utterly ruin himself and his family. 








Mr. William Binns Smith, the newly-appointed Chief 
Clerk in Chancery, ¢ ed his sittings on Monday at 
the chambers of Vice-Chancellor Hall. 

The total number of private Bills to be introduced in the 
coming session is 122, as against 169 last year. Of these 92 
are for railways, as against 128 last year, The number of 
provisional orders to be applied for is 38. 
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Sacicties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usnal weekly meeting of the society, held at the 
Law Institution on Tuesday evening last, the question on 
the paper for debate was—No. CCXXXIII., Jurispruden- 
tial—‘ Ought persons accused of contempt of court to be 
tried by a jury?” There was a very full meeting, and 
several members took part in the discussion. The question 
‘was decided in the negative by a moderate majority. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, the 
subject for the evening’s debate being—‘‘ That jadges and 
magistrates should have the power of awarding corporal 
punishment in cases of violent assault and cruelty.” The 
motion was carried by a majority of two. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the board of directors, 
held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society on Thurs- 
day last, five grants amounting to £45 were made to the 
families of non-members ; one new member was elected, and 
other general business was transacted. 


INCORPORATED SOCIETY OF ATTORNEYS 
AND SOLICITORS OF IRELAND. 


The general half-yearly meeting after Michaelmas Term 
of this society was held on the 27th ult., in the Solicitors’ Hall» 
Four Courts, to receive the report of the council and the 
report of the scrutineers of the ballot, and for the transac- 
tion of other business. The chair was taken by Sir. R. J. T. 
Orpen, President. 

Mr. Goddard, secretary, read the report of the scrutineers 
which announced the names of the council as follows :— 

Council for year to end 26th November, 1875 :—Sir R. T. 
Orpen, William Findlater, Henry Thomas Dix, Wm. 
Roche, Edward Reeves, John Fox Goodman, Michael 
Larkin, Matthew Anderson, Vesey Daly, William Read, 
John Galloway, John Henry Nunn, William D’Alton, 
Charles G. Stannel], Shapland M. Tandy, Robert John J. 
Macrory, John T. Hamerton, David Fitzgerald, Henry 
James, P. West, Edward T. Stapleton, Archibald Tisdall, 
George Beamish, William Joseph Cooper, Thomas Jameson, 
Henry L. Kellv, Henry S. Mecredy, William Fry, Robert O. 
Longfield, B. W. Rooke, Arthur Molloy, Patrick Maxwell. 
Supplemental list, to fill vacancies—Henry A. Dillon, 
Francis KR. M. Crozier, Jeremiah Perry, Sydenham Davis, 
George M. M‘Gusty, Arthor Ellis, Henry Mille, John 
M‘Sheehy, Keith H. Hallowes, Jehu Matthews. 

The Chairman said that in pursuance of a resolution 
passed on that day twelve months, the report and statement 
of accounts which were submitted on the present occasion 
had been laid on the table for a week before the present 
meeting, so that every gentleman had had an opportunity 
of reading it. It was now his duty to move that that report 
be adopted. Some of the matters contained in the report 
were very satisfactory, but be thougkt the position of 
affairs with respect to the certificate daty was not so, 
They had endeavoured to induce the English society to 
concur with them in bringing the matter before the 
proper authorities in order to try and get that duty 
remitted, bat they fotnd it impossible to induce them to 
act. The opinion of the English society was that there 
were several important alterations in other matters which 
were of more consequence to the solicitors than the 
reduction or abrogation of the certificate duty. Their 
council thought it useless then to attempt to go farther 
unless they had the assistance of the English body. 
Another matter mentioned in the report which he thought 
‘was very satisfactory was the arrangement by which the 
Benchers bad given them a very considerable extent of 
building. Booms bad been arranged-by them for the 
society at very considerable expense. There was another 
matter to which he wished to draw attention, and which 
Was @ thing in particular that was very unsatisfactory to 
himeecli—that was the education question, The young 





men who came up for examination were not in generg 

up to the standard laid down by tho society 

At the last preliminary examination for admission to 
apprenticeship twenty young men applied, of whom four. 
teen were allowed to be bound, and fifteen were post. 
poned toa fature occasion. It seemed to him a most ex. 
traordinary thing that young men above the ago of sixteen 
should not have been prepared for so simple an examing. 
tion as that required by the Law Society. It was not nearly 
so difficult an examination as that for entrance to 
Trinity College. One thing that struck him as a defect in 
the education of the young men who came forward wag 
the utter ignorance of some of them of the Latin language 
and its very principles. He could not account for that in 
any way, except that the young men trusted to trang. 
lations and to grinders, or to incompetent schoolmasters, 
but it seemed to him an extraordinary thing that young 
men so badly prepared should think of coming up to pags 
anexamination. He hoped that when the result became 
known there would be fewer rejected as unqualified on 
future occasions. In reference to the schedule of fees—g 
matter that had been entrusted to the late Council—tha 
body had furnished to the judges an amended schedule of 
what was proposed, and in order to expedite the matter, as 
they hoped, he (Sir Richard Orpen) was requested to wait 
upon the Lord Chief Justice, which he did. Shortly after- 
wards the Council received a letter from Baron Dowse, in 
which he stated that it was the opinion of the judges that 


as there were such great alterations pending both in law~ 


and practice it would be better to postpone the question of 
fees until Parliament had settled what was to be the course 
of procedure, and what was to be the judicial staff of this 
country. The bills that had been before Parliament had 
been withdrawn for the present, but would likely be brought 
forward again in the coming year, and he thought they 
need not hope to have the schedule of fees settled in the 
meantime, He now begged to move the adoption of the 
report, 

Mr. Edward Reeves, Vice-President, seconded the 
motion. 

Mr. George W. Shannon suggested that the new council 
should summon a general meeting of the Law Society as 
soon as they received a copy of the Judicature Bill pro- 
posed to be introduced in the next session of Parliament, 
in order that the members might have full opporsunity of 
considering its provisions. He also suggested that the 
council now elected should take some action in the matter 
of the appointment of a second judge to the Landed Estates 
Court. 


Mr. Reeves said that Jess than a month ago the council 
of the society had memorialised the Government on that 
very subject, and they had reason to believe from the 
answer they had received that a second jadge would be 
appointed to the Landed Estates Court. 

The motion for the adoption of the report was then put 
and carried. 

Mr. Reeves having been called to the second chair, 

A vote of thanks was, on the motion of Mr. William 
Roche, seconded by Mr. R. J. T. Macrory, passed to Sir 
Richard Orpen for his conduct in presiding, and 

The proceedings terminated. 








A correspondent of the Times relates the case of a man 
who was apprehended ona criminal charge and kept in 
prison for two months at Paris, owing to press of business 
preventing the Juge d’Instruction from finding time to 
examine him. The number of Juges d' Instruction in Paris 
being insufficient, they are unable to attend promptly to 
all the cases intrusted to them, and the prisoners have t 
bide their turn. “ These magistrates hold in their hands 
the honour and liberty of the prisoners, the honour and the 
livelihood of their families. Their decisious are without 
appeal. They detain the prisoner or set him at liberty. 
The Juge d’Instruction cannot be blamed for the horri 
length of the previous imprisonment. Haman strength 
has limite which cannot be overcome by the greatest zeal; 
but one ia seized with a feeling of pity close upon indig- 
nation when one thinks that imprisonment is prolonged ia 
this horrible way because the numbor of Juges @’ Instruction 
js insufficient.” 
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App vintwents, Ete. 


Mr. EpmMonp Rosert Woprnouss, barrister, has been 
appointed private secretary to his father, Sir Philip 
Ecmond Wodehouse, K.C.B., Governor of Bombay. Mr. 
Wodebouse was educated at Eton and Balliol College, 
Qxio1d, where he graduated first class in classics in 1858. 
He was called tothe bar at Lincoln’s Inn, in Hilary Term, 
4861, and was for some time a member of the Norfolk 
Circuit. He was private secretary to his relative, the Earl 
of Kimberley, from 1864 to 1866, when the latter was Lord 
Lievtenant of Ireland, from 1868 to 1870, when he was 
lord Privy Sea), and irom 1870 till February last at the 
Colonial Office. 

Mr. Craxton William Hak 1, solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed Under Sheriff of the Town and County of the 
Town of Newcastle-upcn-Tyne, for the ensuing year. 

Mr. James McKExEvR?, colicitor, of Wigton, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that place, in 
the rocm of his recently.deceased partner, Mr. Jobn 
Korman Hodgecn. Mr. McKeever was admitted in 1865, 
and had acted as Clerk to the Magistrates for more than 
twenty years under Mr. Studholme, the former clerk, and 
Mr. Hodgson, his successor. 

Mr. Epwarp BatH, solicitor, has been appointed Town 

Clerk of Glastonbury, and aleo Clerk to the Urban Sani- 
tary Authority, and Clerk to the Borough Magistrates, in 
the place of his recently-deceased partner, Mr. Stephen 
Holman. Mr. Bath was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas 
Term, 1863, 
’ Mr. W. C. Brastzy, barrister, Recorder of Warwick, bas 
been appointed to the Recordership of Hull, vacant by 
the resignation of Mr. Samuel Warren, Q.€., who has 
beld that office since 1852. Mr. Beasley was called to the 
barin Easter Term, 1853. 

Mr. #iykas Jamrs Grorce Mackay, advocate, has been 
sppointed Professor of Constitutional Law and History in 
the University of Edinburgh, in the room of the late Mr, 
Cosmo Innes. Mr. Mackay was educated at the Edinburgh 
Academy, at King’s College, London, and at University 
College, Oxford, where he graduated second class in classics 
in 1862. He was called to the Scotch bar in 1864. 

Sir Witt1am REYNELL ANsoN, Baronet, M A., has been 
elected Vinerian Reader in Common Law to the University 
of Oxford in the room of Mr. Thomas Erskine Holiand, 
appointed to the Chichele Professorship of International 
Taw and Diplomacy. 


The Clerkships to the Todmorden Guardians and the 
Todmorden Board of Healtb, have become vacant by the 
death of Mr. James Stansfield, of that place, who was ad- 
nitted a solicitor in 1830. 

The Town Council of Bristol have decided upon appoint- 
ing a solicitor to act as assistant to the Town Clerk, with 
the title of *‘ First Clerk to the Town Clerk.” The salary 
is to be £500 a year, but the person elected will not be 
allowed to undertake private practice. 

It is stated in Sydney that Sir James Martin is about to 
resign the office of Chief Justice of New South Wales, with 
& view to resuming political life, Sir J. Martin was ap- 
pointed Chief Justice in 1873, having previously been 
Premier and (on four separate occasions) Attorney- 
General of the colony. The salary of the Chief Justice is 
£2,600 per annum. 





Tt is said that the judges of the High Court at Madras 
have had under their consideration the question of the 
appointment of a Public Prosecutor for that Presidency. 

It is stated that Count Arnim has retained Dr. Dockhorn, 

of Posen, to act in conjunction with Dr. Munkel, 
of Berlin, as counsel for his defence. The trial of the 
Count has been postponed indefinitely. 

Tt is announced that Mr. Charles Matthew Clode, barris- 
tr-at-law and solicitor to the War Office, is engaged in 
compiling a history of the Merchant Taylors’ Company, of 

ich body he has recently been the master. 





Cuurts. 


BANKRUPTCY.* 
(Before Mr. Registrar Rocne, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
Nov. 24.—Zze parte Williams, re Biggs. 


At a first mecting of creditors held under a petition for liqui da- 
tion by arrangement cr composition, a majority of the creditors 
voted in favour of liquidation by arrangement, but all of them 
went away without signing any resolution. 

Upon application being made by the svlicitor entrusted with the 
registration of the reselution (so called) for the delivery up by 
the debtor’s solicitor of the proofs and proxies, and the 
statement of affairs produced at the meeting, 

Held, that the application must be refused, the proceedings being 
wholly abortive. 


This was an application on behalf of William Williams 
for an order that the debtor, J. R. Biggs, or Mr. E. Hedger, 
his solicitor, should deliver to Mr. James Pettengill, solici- 
tor, the person entrusted with the registration of the special 
resolutions passed at the first meeting of creditors, all procfs 
and proxies and the debtor's statement of affairs produced 
at such meeting. 

The affidavit of William Williams, of No. 74, Aldersgate, 
Public Accountant, and William Henry Kennedy, cf No. 2, 
King Edward-street, Newgate-street, Clerk, stated that 
they were present at the first meeting of the creditors of 
John Robert Biggs held at the Guildball Tavern, in the City 
of London, on Friday, the 30th of October ast, and at such 
meeting it was proposed ty one of the creditors, and duly 
seconded, and put to the meeting and by tke chairman 
declared by a show of hands to have been duly carried, that 
the affairs of the said John Robert Biggs should be liqui- 
dated by arrangement and not in bankruptcy, end another 
resolution was in like manner proposed, duly seconded, and 
declared to be culy passed, appointing the deponent 
William Williams trustee of the estate and effects of the 
said debtor, and a further resolution was in like manner 
duly proposed, seconded, and duly carried appointing a 
ccmmittee of inspecticn and entrusting the registration of 
the said resolutions of the said meeting to Mr. James 
Pettengill, solicitor, of No. 32, Walbrook. After the chair- 
man had declared such resvlutions to have been duly carried 
as aforesaid he left the room in which such meeting was 
held, and several creditors of the said debtor also believing 
that the said resolutions had been duly passed left the room 
without signing the same, The said resolutions and the 
debtor’s statement of affairs, prcofs, and proxies were taken 
possessicn of by the debtor's solicitor, as the said Mr. James 
Pettengill was not present at the peziod of the meeting. 

The affidavit of Mr. Pettengill was in the following 
terms :— 

On Saturday, ihe 31st of October last, I was informed that 
the registration of the resolutions which had been passed at 
a meeting of creditors of the said John Robert Biggs had 
been entrusted to me, and I thereupon directed one of my 
clerks to call upon Mr. E, Hedger, the debtor's solicitor, 
who, I was informed, bad possession of such resolutions and 
other papers, for the same, and on the return of my clerk 
he informed me, and I believe the information to be trae, 
that the said Mr. Hedger's office was closed, and on the 
same day I wrote and sent a letter to the said Mr. Hedger 
of which the following is a copy :— 

“32, Walbrook, London, E.C., 3lst Oct., 1874, 
Re Biggs. 

Dear Sir,—Owing to a pressure of other engagements I 
was obliged to leave the meeting of creditors yesterday 
before the resolutions were actually signed, but I have this 
morning learnt that a resolution was passed entrusting me 
with the registration of the resolutions, The papers shonld 
have been forwarded to me by you or by the receiver imme- 
diately after the meeting closed, but as they were not sent, I 
must now request you to have them in readiness on Monday 
morning at half-past ten o'clock, when my clerk shall call 
for them. You will of course know that although the reso- 
lutions were not signed by the requisite number of creditors at 
the time of the meeting, that all the creditors who were present 
and proved their debts thereat cav, within three days after 
the meeting, sign the resolutions. I aminstructed that a suffi- 
cient numberof creditors are now waiting the opportunity of 


* Reported by J. C, Brovex, Rsq., Barrister -at-Law, 
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signing to enable them to be duly registered. As Monday 
is the last day on which the resolutions can be signed and 
filed, you will understand me when [ say that I shall be 
obliged to take instant measures if the papers are not 
handed to my clerk on Monday morning.—Yours truly, 
J. PetreNnGiLL, 

E. Hedger, Esq., 15, Farnival’s [nn.” 

On Monday, the 2nd November instant, a clerk from my 
office called upon the said Mr. Hedger, when he refased 
to give up to him the said papers, upon the ground that be 
‘was as much entitled to the castody thereof as I was. 

On the 2nd of November instant I again wrote to the 
said Mr. Hedger a letter of waich the following is a 
copy :— 


« 29, 


Walbrook, London, E.C., 

2nd Nov., 1874. 

Re Biggs. 

Dear Sir,—If you refer to rule 275 of the Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1870, you will see that I am entitled to the 
custody of the papers herein, and that creditors present 
at the meeting may sign the resolutions subsequently to the 
meeting, but prior to the registration of the resolutions. If 
the papers are not handed by you to the bearer I shall to- 
day serve notice of motion, and bring your conduct under 
the notice of the court.—Yours truly, J. PETTENGILL. 

E, Hedger, Esq., solicitor, 15, Furnivai’s Inv.” 

My clerk was informed by the said Mr. Hedger when the 
said letter was delivered to him that he had no answer to 
give thereto. 

Unless the said resolutions and the proofs and proxies 
produced at the said meeting of creditors are delivered to 
me the said resolutions will not be registered, and as the 
debtor or a receiver nominated by him is now in possession 
of his estate, great loss may be sustained by the creditors of 
the debtor. 

The affidavit of Mr. Edwin Hedger in opposition to the 
application was in the following terms:— 


“T was present at a meeting of the creditors of the above- 
named John Robert Biggs on Friday, the 30th day of Oc- 
tober, 1874, at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham-street, in the 
City of London. 

Special resolutions for liquidating this estate by arrange- 
ment and appointment of a trustee and committee of inspec- 
tion were proposed, but the apecial resolution was not 
valid by reascn of not conforming with the 125th section of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, inasmuch as a majority in 
number and three-fourths in value of the creditors present, 
personally or by proxy, did not sign the said resolutions ; 
that James Pettengill, the deponent named in the affidavit, 
dated the 3rd day of November instant, was present at such 
meeting, and that he left without asking for the papers, he, 
as I believe, well knowing that no resolutions had been 
carricd. 

In conseqnence of the meetiug having proved abortive 
all the papers, proofs, and proxies were handed to me by 
William Williams, the person who had been named trustee 
under the proposed resolotions, and the deponent named in 
the affidavit dated the 3rd day of November instant. 

I have seen the said William Williams twice since the 
date of the said meeting, on neither of which occasions 
has he asked me for the papers, proofs and proxies. 

A petition was filed in banxruptcy by two of the 
creditors of the said John Robert Biggs, one of whom had 
signed the proposed resolutions, on the third day of 
November instant, which said petition is appointed for 
hearing on the 20th day of November instant, and one 
of the statements in such petition is that at the said 
meeting the statutory majority of creditors then assembled 
did not pass any resolution for liquidation of the affairs 
of the said John Robert Biggs by arrangement and not in 
bankruptcy, and for the acceptance of a composition, and 
no resolution for the adjournment of the said meeting was 


I am informed and believe the said William Williams 
is appointed receiver of the said estate of the said John 
Robert Biggs.” 

English Harrison, in support of the application.—The 
person to whom the registration of the special resolution 
was entrusted, or the debtor or his attorney, as the case 
might be, was bound to file the same in court together 
with the debtor's statement of affairs, and all proofs and 
proxies within three days after he should have received 








the same: rule 284. Ia the present case no reasoy 
existed for withholding the proofs and proxies. The 
signatures to the credit rs could be subscribed subsequently 
to the meeting: rule 275. 


R. Griffiths, for Mr. Hedger, contrd.—Mr, Pettengill wag 
not present at the meeting. The proceedings were abortive, 
and a petition for adjadication had been filed based u 
the declaration of insolvency contained in the liquidatiog 
petition. Only such resolutions as were reduced into writ.. 
ing and were signed by or on behalf of the statutory majority 
of the creditors assembled at a meeting could be taken 
cognisance of by the court: rule 275. In the present cas 
it was admitted that the resolution, so-called, was never 
signed by any creditor at the meeting; and it was, there. 
fore,a nullity. Creditors present personally or by proxy 
who had proved their debts would be regarded as voting 
against a resolution unless they signed it or withdrew 
their proofs: Ez purte Orde (19 W. R. 1103, L. R. 6 Ch, 
861). If the court were to sanction a proceeding of this 
kind considerable inconvenience would arise. According 
to the Act the votes of the signing creditors were deter- 
mined by their signatures, and the course which they had 
taken at the meeting could not be looked to: Ex parte 
Pooley, re Russell (18 W. R. 1013, L. R. 5 Ch. 722). 

Harrison, in reply. 

Rocue, Registrar.—Had the solicitor entrusted with 
the registration of the resolution been present during the 
whole of the meeting, this application would never have 
been made. The liquidation has failed, and one of the 
creditors has petitioned for adjadication. It is necessary 
that the statutory majority should sign tke resolution. 
This has not been done. It is impossible that the court 
can allow a mere piece of paper not signed by anyone to 
be treated as a resolution, on the chance that creditors 
may come in afterwards and sign; such a course would 
give rise to serious objection, and would render the present 
system of liquidation still more inconvenient. I am of 
opivion that the meeting was entirely abortive, and that 
the present application must be refused. 

Solicitors, Pettengill ; Hedger. 





















































































SALARIES OF JUDGES. 


Sie Ricwarp Lang, on his appointment as Keeper of the 
Great Seal in 1645, as Oxford, was allowed 23s. per diem 
for his diet, £26 183. 4d. for winter and £13 6s. 4d. for 
summer livery, and £300 pension per annum ont of the 
hanaper, together with all other fees, fines, and allowances: 
belonging to the office. Each commissioner of the Great 
Seal under the Parliament received £1,000 a year, and the 
salary of the judges was the same sum in lieu of all former 
fees and profits, to be paid out of the receipts of the 
customs. ‘These same salaries were continued during the 
interregnum, but the judges were prohibited from taking 
any fee, perquisite, or reward, eithor by themselves or 
their servants. They worked harder then than in earlier 
times. We are told that one canse, Colt v. Du/ton (2 Sid, 
3), occupied them from eight o'clock in the morning till 
eight at night. The custom of giving the Lord Chancellor’ 
a pension beyond the ordinary profits of the Great Seal is 
said to have originated in the reign of Charles II. Sir 
Francis North, Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, om 
his elevation to the office of Lord Keeper, demanded and 
received @ pension of £2,000 per annum. Roger North 
says, that the chief justiceship of this court was worth 
£4,000 per annum, and Mr. Steiger, in his account of the 
Karl of Shaftesbury’s family, says that when Lord 
Shaftesbury was Lord Chancellor, the fines on 
originals were worth abont £2,000 per annum, and that ia 
Lord Coventry's time they were worth £3,000, and may be 
so again, out of which the clerk of the fines hath two 
shillings in the pound. In the graut of the office of 
cursitor baron of the exchequer to Thomas Levke, the 
fee is said to be 100 marks per annum. In the reign of 
William III, an allowance of £2,000 was made on 

appointment of a Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper for 
outits or equipage. This allowance is still continued. 
The salary of the puisne judges was £1,000, in addition to 
fees, perquisites, and presents. Thomas Rokeby, who wae 
judge of the Common Pleas from May 4, 1689, to October 
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be asi 
99, 1695, when he was removed to the King’s Bench, for 
ten years kept in an almanac an account of the annual 
ta of his office : he received—In 1689, £1,378 19s. Od. ; 
In 1690, £1,475 10s. 10d. ; In 1691, £2,063 188. 4d.; In | 
1692, £1,570 le. 4d.; In 1693, £1,569 13s. 1d.; In 1694, 
£1,629 4s. Gd. ; In 1695, £1,443 7s, .6d.; In 1696, 
£1,478 2s. 6d.; In 1697, £1,498 11s. 1ld.; In 1698, 
£1,631 103. 11d. From the above account it appears that 
hig income decreased a little on his removal to the King’s | 


Bench. Lord Somers, on being appointed Lord Keeper, 
was granted a pension of £4,000 a year. In the next 
reign Lord Keeper Cowper put an end to the custom of 
receiving New Year’s gifts, which were reputed worth 
from £1,500 to £3,000 a year. From his diary, it appears 
that he received a yearly pension of £4,000, together with 
the said allowance of £2,000 on his appointment, and that 
his total income from the office was about £8,000 a year.— 
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Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF 


CHANCERY. 


Sittings After Michaelmas Term, 1874. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Lorps 
JUSTICES. 


MASTER OF 
THE RoLLs, 


Lorp 


Date. CHANCELLOR. 


ist WEEK. 
Monday,Nov. 30 Mr. Leach 
Tuesday, Dec. 1 Latbam 
Wednesday... Leach 
Thursday Latham 
Friday......... Leach 
Saturday Latham 


Mr. Marivale Mr. 
Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 


Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 
Farrer 


2xnp WEEK. 
Holdship 


Teesdale 
Holdsbip 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 


Disraeli 
King 
Disraeli 
King 
Disraeli 
King 


Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 


Farrer 
Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 


Disraeli 
King 
Disraeli 
King 
Disraeli 
King 


Ward 
Ward 


Saturday ... Ward 
4tn WEEK. 
Monday ......21 
“Tnesday 
‘Wednesday ...23 


Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 


Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 


Pemberton 
Pemberton 


Pemberton 


Vv. C. 
Bacon. 


¥. 
Matins, 


Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 


Mr. Holdship Mr. 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 

Teesdale 


Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 


Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 


Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Milne 
Merivaie 
Milne 


King 
Disraeli 
King 


Mr. 


CERTIFICATES 
or SaLs 
AND TRANSFER, 


Vv. C, 
Halt. 


Mr. Latham 
Merivale 
King 
Rogers 
Teesdale 

Ward 


Disraeli 
King 
Disraeli 
King 
Disraeli 
King 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Rogers 
Holdship 
Pemberton 
Latham 


Farrer 
Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 
Farrer 
Rogers 


King 
Farrer 


Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 


Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 


Teesdale 
Ward 


The Curistaas VACATION will commence on Thursday, the 24th day of December, and terminate on Wednesday, the 
6th day of January, 1875, both days inclusive. 


CAUSE LIST. 
Sittings after Michaelmas Term, 1874. 
Before the CouRT or APPEAL IN CHANCERY. 
{Full Court) Robertson v Walker app petition 
Appeal Motions. 

In re The Poole Firebrick and Blue Clay Co. and Companies 
Acts appl of liquidators (order appealed from not produced 

Venables v Schweitzer app of Metropolitan Baxk (Dee 7) 

Binns v Burland app of T. B. Burland 

Appeals. 1873. 
Viscount Valentia v Denton (restored by order) R—23 April 
1874, 

Mayor, &c., of Hastings v Parker v McKenna appl of 
Ivall M—1 July (app deft P. Vanderbyl B23 
stayed by order) Oct pt 

ev English 
(order ar from not 


: uced 
Powell v Elliott and Elliott v 
Powell B—3 Aug (S,0, 
Hilary Term (by order 
Mutlow v L. M. Bigg H—22 
Sept, (pt, hd,, 8,0,, by ordor 
Parker v McKenna appl o 
deft Sir J, N. McKenna B 
—23 Oct pt. hd, 
Bofore the MasTgER or THE Rois, 


Causes, 


d, 

R--25 July Parker ““ McKenna appl of 
deft J.H. Lewis B—23 Oct 
pt hd 

Parker vy McKenna appl of 


deft F. B. Henshaw B—23 
Oct pt hd 

Wood v The Harogate Com- 
missioners B—2 Nov (S.O 
generally, by order) 


Jarvis v Mortimer md 

Mortimer v Jarvis c, with wis 

ToonevSarson c, with wits 
(revived) 

Cooper v Lloyd c 

Platt v Carlton c, with wits 
(Dee 15) 

Taylor v Taylor, 1873—T—99 
md 


Penny v Finch md (Dee 4) 
— of Aberavon v 
omas ¢, with wits 
Hinchliffv Chapman m d (SO 
Musgrave v Horner md 
Pearce v Watts c (abated) 
Wright v Balcarras oc 
Best v Arnold ¢ with wits 
Wills v Wills md 
Kelly v Wilkinson md 
Keeves v Keeves md 
Hasluck v Pedley spc 
Parsons v Porter md, 
Dorrien v Magens md 
Wright v Sanders md 
Flower v Wagner md 
Glass v Glass spc 
Bailey v Emerson m d 
Tennant vYoung c with wits 
Jonesv Church md (restored 
by order) 
Todd v Moorhouse md 
Jones v Church m d (restored 





Tow v Turner md pt hd Horrocks v Bernstein 0, wits 
Kinghorn y Williams o(VCH) (VCH) 


by order) 
Woodall vy Welby apo 


Hunt v Archer md 

Chamberlaine v Masson ¢ (seé 
down at request of deft.) 

Diddep v Mallinder md 

Walker v Knight Bruce c with 
wits 

The Union Loan & Discount 
Co. (limd.) v Moreton ¢ with 
wits 

Ravenscroft v Waters c¢ 

Forster v Longrigg md 

Ross v Jennings ¢ with wits 
(Dec 9) 

Hoyle v Ainsworth f c (not 
before Dee 11) 

Turner v Phillipson md 

Hopkinson v Forster md 

Vickers v Brown c with wits 

Macpherson v Buchanan md 

Williams v Guest, Bart c 

Griffin v Grittin md 

Aynsley v Glover co with wits 
& motn (Dee. 3) 

Legh v Hatch m d witns be- 
fore exmr 

Other v Other md 

Lees v Jones md 

Pedgrift v Chapman md 

National Bolivian Navigation 
Co. v Public Works Con- 
struction Co. limd md 

Berrington v Tyler md 

Hayter vy Richardson 89 

Crook v Partridge o 
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Adams v Moore md 

Darwin v Tennant c 

Ripley v The Great Northern 

y.Co. md 

Hampson vy Gaussen c 

Macdougall v Glover c 

Mercer v Packham md 

Ellis v Snell md 

Grimston v Dixon md 

The Printing and Numerical 
Registering Co., limd v 
Sampson c 

Lewis v Clark fe 

Kingston v The Cowbridge Ry. 
Co. fe 


Gordon v Slater c 

Farrer v Tunnicliffe fc 

Stephenson v Fishburn m d 

Joseph v Goode (3c) fc and 
sumns to vary separate cer- 
tificate 

Little v Archer m d (short) 

Mustard v Botterell c 

Tillett v Pearson md 

Crossley v Crossley m d 

Williams v Cockett m d 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Ricoarp MALINs. 
Causes, 


Attorney-Gen v English md 
t hd 


ro heondl v Public Works Con- 
struction Co. (limd.) dem of 
theCo. (SO) 

Sharman v The same Co, demof 
Emile Elanger & Ors. (S. 0) 

Sharman v ThesameCo. dem 
of Geo. Wythes (S O) 

Sharman v The same Co, dem 
of Julius Beer (S 0) 


Macdougall v ‘he Emma 


(short) 

Berry v Gaukroger m d 
(short) 
Silver Mining Co. (limd.) 


dem of the Co. pthd (SO) 

Macdougall v The same Co. 
dem of R. M. Gardiner and 
Ors. pt hd (S O) 

Noalv Mege plea of H. Mege 
and anr 

Lewisv King demr of Richard 
King and anr 

Street v Bonsor c, witns (day 
to be fixed) 

Prince v Dear md (S 0) 


Set down since commencement of Hilary Term (exclusive of 
Transfers). 


Michael v Price m d (Dec 8) 

Williams vy Williams ec, with 
witns 

West India and Panama Tele- 
graph Co.v India Rubber &c. 
& Telegraph Co. c (Hilary 
Term) 

Panama and South Pacific 
Telegraph Co. v Same c, 
with wits (Dec 14) 

Roach v Trood md 

Twiss v Carter md 

Mullis v Strange c 

Taylor v Cole md (sp exmnr 


- _ appted) ‘ 

Stacey v Stacey md Hilary 
Term) 

Braham v Everitt c 

Jacomb v Chart md 

Lightfoot v Bell md 

Russell v Kent md 

Barker v Litler c 

Litler vy Whitehead fc and 
2 sums to vary 

Harper v Waterhouse c 


Lewin v Rowland fe 
Noble v Noble fcandsumsto 


vary 

Farrar v Green md 

Pattenson v Dettmar md 

Harnett v Baker md 

Harrison v Nottingham Manu- 
facturing Co. (Limited) c, 
with wits 

Thomson v Weston md 

Eyre v Astorg spc 

Wellington v Taddy c 

Gribble v Tucker md and 
cause pro confesso 

Benecke v Ball m d 

Reuss v Barraclough m a 
(Hilary Term) 

Philp v_ Botterell 
witns 

Gibson v Hardy md 

Wickham v Heath md 

Thorp v Brooks md 

Baden v Bassett md 

Wilson v Maxfield c, with wits 


c, with 


Set down since commencement of Trinity Term. 


McKewan vy Sanderson md 
Osborn v Osborn md 
Evans v Evans md 


In re James Gosman, of 
Clinton, Ontario, Canada 
petn. of right 


Evans v Hopkins ¢ with wits Titcombe v Thain cause, set 


Rosher v Williams md 

Gray v Baker c with wits 

Purcell vy Cooper md 

Cotton v Weil md 

Beaumont v Emery md 

Martin vy Gray md 

Edwards v Griffiths 
wits 

Turner v Moy md 

Sayers v Corrie md 

Hodgkinson v Crowe md 

Rogers v Ange c 

Quintm v Mayor, &c., of 
Bristol md 

Thomas v Jones ¢ 

Couldery v Bradford m d 

Wallwork v Sussum md 

Burbidge v Raikes ec 

Churchill v Salisbury and 
Dorset Junction By. Co. 
md 

Whitbread v Flight md 

Whiting v Attenborrow md 

Rameden v Lister c 

Baxter v Bower m d (not 
before Dec. 14) 

Wier v Tucker c 

Homer v Hipkiss c with wits 


c, with 


down at request of Defts. F. 
J. Gill and anr. (not before 
_March 1875 
Unfreville v Johnson ¢ 
Otley v Mitchell 
Poltick v Cheesman m d 
(abated) 
Stanhope v Crompton-Stans- 
field c (abated) 
Sulivan v Beetham c (short) 
Marshall vy Marden md 
Guedalla v Guedalla md 
Annesley v Hutton md 
F — Lhe Midland Ry. Co. 


m 

Syers v Syers md 

Gibbs v Elworthy md 

Lydn v The Fishmongers’ Co. 
m 

Bartlam v Yates md 

In re Wm. Challis’s Estate 
Challis v Wilshere fe 

Rose v Dormer md 

Hughes v True md 

Harvey V Harvey sp ec 

Spalding v Higgs c with wits 

Page v Young fc (not before 

ec 16) 


| 





Watkins v Powell c 
Knight v Lawless md 
Wildes v Dudlow fc &sumns 


to vary 
Jolliffe v Hayward c 
Fowler v Lang c 
Andrew v Ensor md 
Haydon v Fox c 
Osborn v Osborn c 
Williams v Hiscox md 
Walker v Blake md 
Burrows v Williams 

wits before exmnr 
Schofield vy Jacomb md 


md 


tid 
Corrie v Sayers ¢ 
a A Gill md 
mith v Pilgrim c, with 
Griffiths v Kennedy ag 
before exmr 
Dowell v Wood md 
Butler v Prockter fc 
Hugo v Hugo md 
Smyth v Smyth fe 
Wightwick v Barden md 
Hayne v Cavell c 
Cruse v Smith md 
Botterell vy Horrell md 
Robson v Morley fe 


Set down since commencement of Michaelmas Term, 


Godbold v Ellis c with wits 

Gurney v Brown c 

Scott v Laver m d (trans- 
ferred from M. R. by order) 

Smith v Hersee md 

Mallard v Margary md 

Hill v Tate fe 

Estcourt v The Estcourt Hop 
Essence Co. (limd.) md 
(Dec. 3 

Webb v Sargeaunt fe 

Edmonds v Hartland md 

Morris v Kelland c 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 
Causes, 


Yardley v Holland nd VY CM 
pthd 

Healey v Borough of Batley 
md V CM (spexmnr appd) 

Greg v Sagar c, with witns 


Shaw v Longbottom md 
VCW (Hilary Term) 

Parnell v Stevens md V C W 
witns before exmnr 

Aydon v Reed m d (Dec 16) 

Wier v Gisborne md, witns 
beforeexamnr VC M 

wee v Minter c with witns 


Mellor v Moorehouse _ c, with 
witns VC M (Dec 15) 

Job v Potton c, with witns 
VCM (Dec 9) 

Stanton v Baring 
witns (Dec 3) 

Baring v Stanton md (Dec 3) 

— v Condy md pthd 


c, with 


8 

pated v Padwick c, with 
wits (Dec 8) 

Jonassohn v Shaw m dwitns 
before exmnr 

Heartley v Nicholson c, with 
witns (Dec 3) 

Sinnett v Herbert fc 





Rudduck v Rudduck md@ 
Dangerfield v Budd md 
Battey v Cole m d (short) 
Hagger v Milton, C.B. m@ 
Young v Dale md 
Taylor v Smith md 
Scatchard v Parker 
(short) 
ee yy a. & Holm 
al Co. (limd.) v Fullerty 
m d (Dec. 16) ’ 
Brogden v Macleod c¢ 
Harvey v Eyton fe 


m@ 























































Smith v Daniell ¢ 

Wilson v Mersey Steel ani 
Tron Co. m d (Hilary Term) 

Kay v Pierce m d (SO 

Walker v Daniell c ( 
Term) ) 

Dinsdale v Dunning ¢ ($0 


Wootten vy King md pt hi 
(SO) 
Waldy v Gray c (S 0) 


Thursby v Lhursby md (no 
before Dec 15) 

Taylor v Langley fc (abt 
before Dec 5) 

Hopgood v Gabell fe 

Leech v Bolland c with witus 

Verity v Verity md 

Clegg v Castleford Local Board 
of Health md (Dee. 4) 

Hill v Killick fe 

Batley v Kynoch trial of 
tion of fact before the Court 
without a jury 

The European Bank, limd 7 
Carmichael c¢ 

Giffard v Holyoake md 

Darby v Swansea Harbour 
Trustees fe 

Beswick v Beswick f ¢ & 
smns to vary 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir CuarLES HALL. 


Causes. 


Walker v Walker c, with 
witns pt hd VC M 
British Mutual Investment C 
(limd.) v Smart dem 

Selby v Lowndes plea 

Boynton v Boynton m d wits 
before exmnr 

Richardson v Hodgetts 
(Easter Term 

Rowland v_ Bingley 
(Hilary Term) 

Gray v Lucas md witns before 
examnr V CM 

Hall v Hirst md 

Still v Hall c (defective) 

Macfarlan v Kolt c, 
witns (Dec 8) 

Ashlin v Lee 
(Dee 7) 

Worsley v Worsley c, with 
witns 

Wood v Wood ce 1873.W.—47 
(Dee 3) 

Bell v Maclaine c, with witns 

S 


0) 


md 


fe 


with 


c, with witns 


Hope v New Russia Co. Climd) 
c set down at request of 
J. Hughes with wits (De 
Fe 


5 
Republic of Pera v Ruzo m4 
(not b:fore Deo 12) 
Senior v Pickering c, with 
wits (Dec 14) 
Glentworth v Monteagle f 4 


0) 
Alston v Gordon f c (defec 
tive) 
Henry Wood vy Wood & 
V © M, with witns (Dee 3) 
Frewen v Frewen sp ¢ pt hd 


(S 9) 

Baring v Baldock c (not be 
fore Dev 4) 

Heycock v Heycock o, with 
wits (Hilary Term) 

Bird v Freeman m d (not be 
fore Deo 14) 

Kirkley v Crosby ¢ 

Hinde v The Yotalyfera lroa 
Co im d wits before exmar 
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—- 
Gumey v Dauglish c (Hilary 
jurkilly Matthews m d (Dec 


ape &e of Oxford v Mair 
md 


loev Loe md t 
Colliss v Hector m d (Hilary 


Term) 
Hutchins v bbe a d 
v c 
oe v The Warrington 
ire Iron Co limd c 
ilary Term) 
Batstone v Salter md 
Wood v Saunders md(S 0) 
lawrence v Clements md 
lister v Walker md 
Jones v Grizzell md 
Paine v The Attorney-Gen, 
fd 


Robins v Bridgman md 
Attorney- Gen. v St Catherine’s 

College, Cambridge md 
Davies v Knibb md 


Harter v Souvazoglu md 
Barton v Barton md & 2 


sumns 
Jeyes v Prole md witns be- 
fore examr 
Banks v Banks md 
Parker v Gillard md 
Burchett v Turner f c (not 
before Dec. 10) 
Wootten v Cowley md 
Wilson vGann md 
Richards v Jones md 
Palmer v Bound fe 
Hurst v Crofts fc (short) 
Bevan v Price c 
Scott v Kingdon md 
Stevensv King md 
Routledge v Richardson f c 
Hunter v Brooke md 
Howard v Dryland m d 
(short 
Bury v Bury md 
Smyth v Johnston sc 
Sem v Peyton, Bart 
m 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quoratton, Dec. 4. 1874. 
Sper Cent, Consols, 914 Annuities, April, ’85 9} 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 92 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1408 
aper Cent. Reduced 914 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct.2 dis, 
New 3 per Cent., 913 Ditto, £500, Do 2 dis. 
Do, 34 perCent., Jan, 794 Nitto, 2100 & £200, 2 dis. 
Do. 24 perCont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock. 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’78 Ct. (last half-year), 256 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Dittc for Account, 


—_—_— 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80107 xd, Ditto,5§ per Cent.,May,’79 1013 
Ditto for Account ,— Ditto Debentures, per Cent 


Ditto 4 per Ceat.,Oct.’ 881035 
Ditto,ditto Certificates, — 

Ditto Rn faced Ppr.,4 per Cent.954 
Ind, Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’73 


April,’64— 
Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug.'73 100) 
Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 
Ditto, ditto,ander £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Paid.|Closing Price 


Railways. 





Bristol and Exeter 
Caledoni 








}Glasgow and South-Western .,............ 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... 
Great Northern ..... 
Bias i UME sincsssensnccannebansqcensasenccs 
t Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western—Original } 
Lancashire and Yorkshire  .........scseseerssees! 
London, Brighton, and South Coast.... | 
London, Chatham, and Dover,,,..........005 
London and North-Western ,..,. ooeeee 
London and South Western.......cccccsseccsosnene, 
Manch , Sheffield, and Lincoln .......00008, 
Stock) Metropolitan 
BERL D0., DIGtEIGt saccccececvassessasvose ise veregesonses] 
Stock | Midland 13 
Stock North British 
Seni north Eastern 
North London 
Mock! North Staffordshire ..c....ssssesseveacenesesseseeses| 
Stock South Devon | 100 
Stock’ South-Eastern «| 100 


‘ 


. 
a 



























































Monry MARKT AND City INTRLLIGENC?. 

The bank rate was not raised on Thursday, although the 
Proportion cf reserve to liabilities has fallen from 41 per 
Cent. to about 38 per cent. The home railway market was 
dull at the close of last week and the beginning of this 
Week, but on Wednesday it became more firm, and on 

day the tone was reported to be steady. The foreign 
market has been tolerably firm, but little business has 
done. Consols closed on Thursday 91} to } xd. for 

Sney, and 914 to 2 xd. for the account. 

n interesting article has just appeared in tho 
cal Times and Gazette on Sparkling Wines, In 
Consequence of the revent rise in the price of Cham- 
Pages it appears that attention has been directed to 
the district of Saumur, in the north-western portion 
France. Dr. Druitt, the author of the article in 
ion, remarks :—* Both in eociety and in medical prac. 
the uso of Sparkling Wine is largely on the increase, 





Nothing is so exhilarating with so small a quantity of 
alcohol in it,” and adds that the wines of Saumur, “ although 
perfectly familiar in London, have hitherto been decorated 
with other names than their own,” and that ‘‘every year 
4,000,000 bottles of wine from Saumur are sent to this 
country, where it has been ticketed with any name the pur- 
chaser chooses to give it.” He concludes his article with the 
following advice :—“ It surely is foolish to give 4s, or 5s. 
for a second-rate Champagne, when a wine which is either 
the same identically, or rather, one better than the second- 
rate brands of Champagne, may be had for less money.” 
One firm, the Messrs. W. & A. Gilbey, of London, are intro- 
ducing these wines through the medium of their agents in 
every town, under what Dr. Druitt calls “the modest and 
true appellation of Sparkling Wines of Saumar.”—Morning 
Post, December 2nd, 1874, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGE, AND DEATHS. 


RIRTAS. 

ForpHaM—On Nov. 30, at 9, Phillimore-gardens, Kensington, 
the wife of John Hampden Fordham, barrister-at-law, of a 
son. 

Fostsr—On Dec. 1, at Cavendish House, Clapham, the wife 
of Thomas Gregory Foster, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 
LawrENncE—On Nov. 29, at 6, Upper Porchester-street, 
Cambridge-square, W., the wife ot Thomas Northmore 

Lawrence, of a daughter. 

SumnerR—On Nov. 27, at Hampstead, the wife of George 

Sumner, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGE. 
Farran—Simmons—On Oct. 12, at the Cathedral, Bombay, 
Charles F. Farran, of the Middle Teraple, barrister-at-law, to 
Ethel Kate, second daughter of the late Thomas Simmons, of 
Liverpool, Esq. 
DEATHS. 
Jenkins—On Nov. 26, at Rock Park, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, 
Henry Jenkins, solicitor, of Liverpool, aged 60 vears. 
Nasu—On Nov. 30, at 19, Great Coram-street, Russell-square, 
Alfred D. Nash, aged 70. 
RainsFrorpD—On Nov. 25, at New Hincksey, near Oxford, 
Edward Rainsford, Esq., solicitor, in the 52nd year of his 


age. 
SHEPHERD—On Nov. 30, at Putney, William Conning Shepherd, 
solicitor, aged 42. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Nov. 27, 1874. 
Burchell, William, William Burchell, jan, ant James Burchell, jun, at- 
torneys and solicitors, Broad Sanctaary, Westminster. Oct l 
Stephen», Thomas English,and James Grace, attorneys at law and 
solicitors, Cook st, Liverpoo!, and St Helea’s. Sapt 22 
Tilley, Samuel, and Henry Joseph Liggius, attorneys and sovicitors, 
Finsbury place South. Nov lL 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay Nov. 27, 1874, 
Lrwirep In CHancery. 
People’s Coal and Colliery Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Dee 
4, at 12. at his chambers, tor the appointment of an Official 
Liquidator, 





Sraywarirs oF Corxwatt. 


; 
Carzise Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, presented on Nor 


25, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Princes hall, 
Truro, on Dec 5. Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, in op- 
position to the petition, must be filed at the Re ziatrar’s Orfice, Traro, 
on or befare Dec 2, and notice thereof must at the same time be givea. 
to the petitioner, his solicitor, or his agent, Daniell, Camborne, 
solicitor for the petitioner, Chilcott, Truro, agent. 

Wheal Osborne Mining Company.—Petition tor winding ap, presented 
Nov 23, directed to be heard before the Vice- Warden, at the Prince’s 
hall Truro,on Dec 5 at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the 
hearing in opposition to the petiuion, mnst be filed at the Registrar’s 
Office, Truro, on or before Dec 2, and nonce thereof must at the 
same time be given to the petitioners, their solicitors, or the Ageats. 
Grezory and Co, Bedford row, agents for Hodge aad Co, Trure, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Tvuerspar, Dee, 1, 1874. 
LiMIrep in CHANCERY. 

Metropolitan Cicensed Victuallers and Householders Collieries Arsocia- 
tion, Limited. —Petition for winding up. presented Nov 25, diracted 
to be heard before V.C, Mahns, on Dee Ti, Shepheard and Soas, 
Finabary circus, solicitors for the petitioners, 

New Lianevt oz Lead Mining Company, Limired.—By an order made by 
V.C. Malins, dated Nov 20, it was ordered that the voluntary wind- 
ing up of the above company ba continued. Dean and Taylor, 
King’s rd, Bedford row, agents for Longueville and Co, Oswostry, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Shanklin Madeira Hotel Company, Limited.—-Potition for winding up, 

resented Nov 24, directed t> be heard before whe ¥.C. Mal, on Deo 
t, Durant, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall 85, soliciter fur the 
Fetitioner. 
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Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Nov. 27, 1874. 
United Friendly Brothers’ Friendly Society, Bull Inn, Cirencester. Nov 
23 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
: Fatpay, Nov, 27, 1874. 
«Brocks, Thomas Culverwell, St Mary axe, Merchants. Iec28. Brooks 
v Wrooghten, M.R. Bull, Bedfora row 
Engelback, Thomas Charles. Thrawl st, Snitalfields, Glass Bender 
Jan}. King v Engelback, V.C Bacon. Stevens, Chancerv lane 
- Frosdick, James Thomas, Great Yarmouth, Nortolk, Fish Merchant. 
Dec 15. Neave v Frosdick, V.C. Malins. Palmer, Great Yarmouth. 
James, Thomas, Threadneedle s:, Stockbroker. Dec 23. Jeaniuga v 
James, V.C. Hall. Jackson, Linco!n’s inn fields 
‘Newman, William, Chapel st, Liverpvol rd, Bui'der. Dec 30. Newman 
v Vine, V.C. Hall. Letts, jun, Bartlett’s buildings, Holborn circus 
~ Page, Joseph, Oldbury, Worcester, Gent. Dec 31. Davies v Pearson, 
V.C. Malins. Caddick, West Bromwich 
Phillipps, William, Royal Exchange buildings. Ship Owner. Jan 2. 
Phillipps v Phillipps, V.C. Malios. Waiters, Finsbury circus 
Ramsay, Mary Ann, Newbury, Berks. Jan2. Ramsay v Ramsay, V.C. 
Malins. Rooper, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Stephens, Thomas, Lime st square, Insurance Broker. Dec 24. Stephens 
v Stephens, V.C. Malins. Godden, Old Jewry 
Thompson, John, Alexandra terrace, Chelsea, Esq. Jan 1. Thompson 
v Thompson, M.R. Wrentmore, Chancery lane 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tcespar, Nov. 24, 1874. 
A dams, Robert, Sonth Sea house, Threadneedle st,Merchant. Dec 31 
Pontifex, St Andrew’s st, Holborn circus 
.Ames, Abraham Maskell, Brightlingsea, Essex, Oyster Merchant. Dec 
20. Pope, Colchester 
Beart, John, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Grocer. Jan 20, Jackaman and Sons, 
Ipswich 
Beech, Matthew, Sandbach Heath, Cheshire, Gent. Jan 22, Latham 
and Bygot:, Sandbach 
Brough, Raith, Doncaster. Dec 31. Furniss and Son, Sheffield 
Cotton, Berjamin, Chigwell, Essex, Esq. Dec 31. ‘I'anqueray- 
Willaume and Hanbury, New Broad st 
Cranston, William Rogeison, Cardiff, Glamorgan. Jan 2, Waldron, 
Cardiff 
Crexcn, Abraham Bowerman, Burnham, Essex, Farmer. Dec Sl. 
Woodard, Ingram court, Fenchurch et 


Cnrtoys, William, Windsor rd, Ealing, Esq. Dec 3!, Carpenter, jun, | 
| Morgan, Henry, Wells, Somerset, Pork Butcher. Pet Nov 24. Foste. 
Frampton, John De Kewer, Talbot square, Hyde Park, Esq. Feb 1. |! 


Brabint court, Philpot lane 


Crowdy and Son, Searjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Glover, Eleanor, Heddingiy-cum-Barley, Leefa, Widow. Feb 1. 
Simpson and Burrell, Leeds i 

Hodgson, Christopher, Spring grove, Middlesex, Esq. Jan20. Lee and 
Co, Broad sanctnary, Westminster 


Hollyer, Sarah, Liverpool rd, Islington, Spinster. Jan 20. Broughton, | 


Finsbury square 


Jackson, Isabella, Gloucester crescent, Hyde park, Widow. Jan 2, | 


Chamberlain, Bakinghatl st 
Jackson, William, Litherland, near Liverpool, Gent. Dec 19. More- 
croft and Winstanley, Liverpool 
Jenkins, Thomas, Routh, near Cardiff, Glamorgam, Labourer. Jan 25. 
Morris, Cardiff 
Jones, Robert, Mossley Hill, near Liverpool,Gent. Dec 19. Morecroft 
and Winstanley, Liverpuol 
‘Leyshon, Henry John, Canton, near Cardiff, Glamorgan, Traveller. 
dan 25. Morris, Cardiff 
Merriman, Ellen, Lewes, Sussex, Spinster. Jan 5. Hunt and Co, 
wes 
Munn, Wiliam Augustus, Dover, Esq. Jan 20. Lee and Co, Broad 
tanc'uary, Westminster 
Sell, Edward, Grove lane, Camberwe!l, Whisky Merchant. Jan 1, 
Winser, Cioudesicy st, Islington 
Simpson, Joseph, Salisbury rd, Dalston, Gent. Dec 21, Sweeting 
Furnival’s inn 
_—— Anne, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Widow. Jan 1. Challinor, 
anley 
Snowdon, George Richard, Queen’s rd, St John’s Wood, Gent. Dec 21. 
Fallows, Lancaster place, strand 
Swan, Joseph, Tavistock square, Surgeon. Feb 1, Matthews and 
Greetham, Bedford row 
Walker, Jon Batterworth, Clifoon gardens, Maida bill, Esq. Jan 6. 
Hayward and Son, Keedham Market 
Webb, William, Leanington Priors, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. 
Jan7. Field, Leamingion Priors 
Whowell, Charies, Lottington, Lancashire, Bleacher. Feb 1. Taylor 
aud Son, Bolton 
Fatway, Nov. 27, 1874. 
a William Adolphus, Exmouth, Devon, Esq. Dec 29. Sobey 
zeter 


Amol4, John, Theobald’s park farm, Hertford, Farmer, Jan 4. 
Clarke, Chapel st, Bedford row 

Arrowsmith, beter, Towa Green, near Ormskirk, Lancaster. March 1. 
Bradley and Steinforth, Ormskirk 

Berrois, Carios Alexandre, Lille, France, Gent. Dee 27, Abrahams 
and Rofley, Old Jewry 

Bigg, Udward, Vastend, Minster, Kent, Farmer, Jan 15, Webb, 
Quen Victoria st 

Bowen, Ann, Ombersiey, Worcester, Widow. Dec 31. Corbett, Worcester 

Preesume, Edward, Norwich, Gent. Feb19. Copeman, Norwich 

Come, seam [St. Peter's road, Croydon, Dec 31. Rowland, High 

4 Crozdon 

Baliwell, John, North End, Croydon, Gent, Jan 4. Rowland, High 
#t, Croydon 

Heme, Keverend Frederick Legrew, Roberrow, Somerset, Dac 31, 
Jaines and Simmons, Wrington 

Laurence, Wilimm Michae!, Liverpool, Temperance Hotel Proprietor 
Jan l. Eaton and ton, Liverpovi 











Rie 

Me Avoy, John, Birkdale, Lancaster, Gent. Dec 3l. Yates anag 
Lancaster 

Moore, Mary Ann, Montpelier st, Brompton. Dec 22, Pamphilon, 
John, st, Adelphi 

Owens, Peter, Dinas, Pembroke, Master Mariner. Dec 21. Davis a 
Co, Havertordwest 

Polhill, Charles, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Esq. Jan3!. Woodrooffs a 
Plaskitt, New square, Lincolu’s inn 

Rider, John, Manchester, Coach Proprietor. Dec 31. Shippey, Mg. 
ches'er 

Sorely, John, Tarvin, Chester, Gent. Jan 1. Rogers, Northwich 

Spencer, Alfred Lucian, St Augustine road, Camden Town, Dee 4, 
Cullington and S'aughter, Mansfield st, Portland place 

Stoney, Robert, Skipton, York,Gent. Feb29, Robinson and Robiy, 
son, Skiptcn 

Watkins, John, Thatcham, Berks, Surgeon. D2c 31. Watkin ay 
Clift, Gray’s inn square 

White, Richard, Bishopsgate st Within, Gent. Jan 25. Elam, Wy, 


brook 
Willson, Joshua, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. Jan 15. Waterhouy 
and Winterbothim, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Nov. 27, 1874 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to tbe Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Ross, Thomas, jun, Hampstead rd. Pet Nov 25. Spring-Rice, Dy 
8 at 11 30 
Seaman, Stephen, Fleetwood st, Church st, Stoke Newington, Build, 
Pet Nov 24. Hazlitt. Dec 8 at 1 
Winch, Henry, Borovgh rd, Southwark, Pawnbroker. Pet Nov g, 
Brougham. Dec 10 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Beer, Alfred, Manchester, Commission Agent. Pet Nov 25. Ky, 
Manchester. Dec 8 at 9 
Ferrige, George William, and Henry Ferrige, Sutton, Surrey, Farman, 
Pet Nov 17. Rowland. Croydon, Dec 8 at 2 
Joy, Frederick, York, Pianotorte Tuner. Pet Nov 23. Perkins, Yai, 
Dec 9 at 1! 
Long, Jeseph, Manchester, Agent, Pet Nov 20, Kay. Manchester, 
Dec 8 at 9.50 


| Marshall, Frank A , Berwick-upon-Tweed, Corn Merchant, Px 


Nov 23. Mortimer. Newcastle, Dec 8 at 11 

Medcalf, Alfred, Romford, Essex. Butcher's Assistant. Pet Nov & 
Gepp. Chelmsford, Dec 11 at 11 

Miles, John William, Chipping Ongar, Essex, Draper, Pet Nov 24. Gem, 
Chelmsterd, Dec 11 at ll 


Wells, Dec 10 at 12 
Tailford, William, Sheerness, Kent, Military Tailor. Pet Nov %, 
Acworth. Rochester, Dec lt at 2 
Toxrspay, Dec, 1, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debt to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in Londen. 
Motley, G A » Bow Charchyard, Merchant. Pet Nov ii, 
Spring-Rice. Nov 17 at 11 
Young. Joseph Alexander, Austin Friars, Stock Broker. Pet Nov%, 
Roche. Dee 17 at 11.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Coulson, John, and Robert Coulson, Bridlington Quay. York, Cort 
Millers. Pet Nov 27. Woodall, Scarboroagh, Dec 16 at 2 
Ingham, William, Moss Side, Manchester, Ware Pet Nori. 
Hulton, Salford, Mec 16 at 11 
Le Mills, Edward, Oxford, Ale Merchant. Pet Nov 19. Bishop. 
Oxford, Des 9 at 10 
Stovold, Henry, Portsea, Hants, Butcher. Pet Nov 26. H ovat, 
Portsmouth, Dec 18 at 12 
Sutcliffe, John, Bradford, York, Cotton Warp Manufacturer. Pet Novii. 
Robinson, Bradford, Dec 1d at 9 
Whitehead, William Henry, Liverpool, Tailor. Pet Nov 27. Watson 
Liverpool, Dec 14 at 2~ 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripar, Nov. 27, 1874. 
Hennings, Henry, Berwick st, Soho, Iroamonger. Nov 25 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Farpar, Nov, 27, 1874. 

Abbott, William, Tokenhonse yard, Lothbary, Stock Broker. Dee 10 
at 12 at the Auction Mart Sale Rooms, Tokenhouse yard. Howe, 
Clement’s lane 

Alldis, Abner, Cambridge rd, Hosier, Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Swaine, 
Cheapside 

Allen, David Amos, Keymer, Sussex, Cowkeeper. Dee 14 at 2 at offices 
of Chalk, Moorgate st 

Barnes, Tuomas, Thirsk, York, Nurseryman, Dec 15 at 1! at offices of 
Swarbreck and Rhodes, Thirsk 

Beecher, Stephen, jan, Lymon’s Farm, Brenchley, Kent, Farmer. Dec 
= pad at the Maidstone rd Inn, Padioca, Bronchiey. Palmer, 

unbridge 

Biand, John, Windhill, Shipley, York, Manufacturer, Dec 9 at ll # 
offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Bolton, John, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, Corn Merchant, De 
15 at 12 at offices of Sarr and Co, Abcharch lane 

Bond, William, New Swindon, Wilts, Brick Maker. Dec 10 at 10 
offices of Kinneir and Tombs, Corn Exchango, Swindon 

Boston, Thomas, Wellington st, Woolwich, Grooer. Dec 10 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Stopher, Coleman st 

Bristow, George, Gilberdike, York, Labourer, Dec 8 at 12 at offices of 
Hind, Howden 

Brockway, John Shadwell, Trunch, Norfolk, Nurseryman, Dee 8 atl 
at offices of Chittock, Bank #t, Norfolk 

Brown, Henry, Luton, Bedford, Builder, Dec 10 at 1 at offices of 
Scargill, Serjeancs’ inn, Caancery lane 

Buckingham, Ernest Walter Brinsley, Groat Portland st, 0) occapee 
tion. Dec 17 at 11 at offices of Norman, Old Bond at 
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Botterfield, Samuel, Halifax, York, Contractor. Dec7 at 8 at offices of 
Rhodes, Horton et, Ha'itax 
William, and Jobn Stawart Robertson, Liverpool, Tailors. 
Dec Il at 12 at offices of Baggs and Co, King st, Cheapside. Etty, 
L 


Pca James, Eastbourne, Sussex, Hatter. Dec 10 at I at the Inne of 
Oorrt Hotel, High Holboro. Wheatcrofct, Eastbourne 
Child, Henry Bedwell, sen, Chilbolton, Southampton, Builder. Dee 11 
at 2 at the Star Hotel, Andover. Pain anil Co, Whitchurch 
n, Peter Henry, Newcastle-noon Tyne, Cual Exporter. Dee 14 
at 11 at offices of Ingledew and Daggett, Dean st, Newcastle-upon- 


e 
= Thomas George, Bristol, Provision Merchant. Dec 10 at 1 at 
offices of peewe and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Brittan and 
Co, Bristo 
Coles, Richard Fenning, Northumberland st, Strand, out of business, 
Dec 9 at 2 at offices of Lovering, Gresham st. Lee, Gresham buildings 
Crowther, George, Sheffizid, Painter. Dec 8 at 12 at offices of, Mellor 
Bank st, Sheffield ’ 
Curlender, Jacob, Liverpool, Tobacconist, Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Evans and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Davison, Joseph, S:aham Harbour, Durham, Boot Maker. Dec 10 at 
12at offices of Wright, John st, Sunderiand 
Dennis, William, Eastbourne, Sussex, Bill Poster. Dec7 at 11 at the 
Bear Hotel, Cliffe, Lewes. Hillman 
Dimsdaie, Lewis William, St Petersburgh place, Bayswater rd, Clerk. 
Dec 9 at 1 at offices of Harriss, Duke st, Manchester square 
Faunt, John, Nile st, New town, Deptford, Carman. Dec 10 at 3 at 
the Lecture Hall, Royal hill, Greenwich. Howard, Greenwich 
ford, Henry, and Joseph Ford, Regent st, Warchousemen. Dec 10 at 
12at 111, Cheapside. Carr and Co, Basinghall st 
Foy, William Henry, Barningham, Northwcod, Norfolk, Clerk. Dec 
foat 12 at offices of Wright, Queen st, Norwich 
Goodwin, William, an‘1 Alfred John Lawton, Stafford. Boot Manu- 
facturers. Dec 8 at 2 at offices of Hand and Ce, Martin st, Stafford 
Goskar, Frederick, North Lynn, Norfolk, Ship Chandler. Dec 10 as L 
at offices of Wilxin, Athens im chambers, King’s Lynn 
Gouldsbrouch, Robert, Kingston.uvon-Aull, Refreshment Booth Keeper. 
Dec 7 at 12 at offices of Eaton, Parliament st, Kineston-upon-Hull 
Greaves, Juhn, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 18 at 12 at the 
Mason's Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Buchanan, 
Basinghall st 
Greenbulgh, Peter, Halliwe!l, Lancashire, Bobbin Currier. Dec ll at $ 
* gtoffices of Dawson and Scuwcroft, Exchange st East, Bolton 
- Greger, Henry, eg po Shipwright. Dec iat 3 at offices of Gibson 
and Bolland, South John st, Liverpoul 
Gregg, Reginald, Bowness, Westmoreland, Grocer. 
Old Englard Hotel, Bowness 
Griffiths, William, Birkenhead, Grocer. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Green, 
Pilgrim st, Birkenhead 
Grinnell, Emma, Manchester, Lace Transferer. Dec 14 at 2 at offices 
of Horner, Old Corn Exchange, Hanging Ditch, Manchester 
Grundy, Nathaniel Moxon, Liverpool, Ironmoager. Dec 14 at il at 
offices of Quelch, Dale st, Liverpool 
Hall, Robert, Bath et, City rd, Ironmonger. Dec 17 at 12 at offices of 
Dee 10 at 3 at offices of 


Dec 17 at 2 at the 


Foster, Chancery lane 

Hamilton, James, Manchester, Saddler. 
Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Hardiker, William Henry, and James Kvle, Barrow-in-Furness, 
Lancashire, Joiners. Dec tt at 11 at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness. Nalder 

Harris, John, Ogmore Valley, Glamorgan, Builder. Dec 12 at 1 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 


Senrich, Philip, Henry st, Portland Town, Baker, Dac 21 at 10 at 


165, Marylebone rd. Berkeley 
Bill, John, Brighton, Sussex, Architect, Dec 16 at 3 at 34, Old Jowry 
Black and Oo, Ship st, Brighton 
Hi!), Robert, Tunbridge, Kent, Hoopmaker. Dec 9 at 10 at the Angel 
Hotel, Tunbridge. Paluwer, Tunbridge 
Hillyer, William, Bristol, baker. Deco 10 at 12 at offices of Ward, 
Broad st, Bristol 
Ironmonger, John, Roman rd, Old Ford, Cheesemonger. Dec 7 at 11 
at offices of Johnson, Arundel «t, Str ind 
Jefferson, Reuten, Camblestorth, York, Farmer, Dec 10 at 1 at 
Harker’s York Hotel, St Helen’s square, York. Banka, Selby 
Leverett, Etizabeth, Ipswich, Suffolk. Dec 18 at 3 at 2, Princes st, 
Ipswich. Rouse 
Lightfoot, Thomas, Northwich, Cheshire, Grocer. Dec 11 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Lindsay, Edward, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron Ship Builder. Dec 9 at 
2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Lovesey, John, I'wyford Wharf, Oxford, Licensed Victualler, Dec 14 at 
2 at offices of Weston and Barnes, Brackley 
Marsh, Henry Dyke, Gloucester st, Pimlico, Farmer, Deo 9 at 2atthe 
Red Lion Hotel, High Wycombe, Gammon, Barge yard 
Mason, John Cutrise, Norwich, Butcher, Dec 1] at 3 at offices of Sadd 
and Linay, Cuurch st, Theatre st, Norwich 
Meade, Arthur ‘Tom, Weymouth, Dorset, Corn Merchant. Dec 10 at 2 
at officosof Hanne, Upper Bond st, Weymouth 
Miles. William, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer. Doc 10 at 1 at offices 
of Beddo, Aberdire 
Moore, Charles, and Romaine Delatorre, Gresham buildings, Basing- 
hallst, Parliamentary Agents. Dec 24 at 1) at ottices of Pluakert, 
Gutter line 
Musgrave, Joseph, Leeds, York, Dyer. Dec 10 at 3 at offices of Ferns, 
Bank st, Leeds 
Parker, John, Derby, Genera’ Dealar. Dec 11 at 12 at the Derwent 
Hotol, London st, Derby. Belk, Nottingham 
Parsone, Augustus James, Lewes, Sussex, Clerk in Holy Orders. Dee 
16 at 12 as offices of Andrew and Wood, Great James st, Bedtord row 
Plante, George Hodson, Birmingham, Carver. Deo 5 at 10,15 at aftices 
of Kast, Oolmore row, Birmingham 
Power, James Michael, Bristol, Accountant, Dec 7 at 2 at offices of 
Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Pragnell, William, Roman rd, Old Ford, Choesemonger. Dec 5 at 10 at 
offices of Hope, Hatton garden 
Quick, John, High st, S.ratford, ‘Managing & baker's business, Dec 15 at 
2 at offices of Brown, Basiughall a3 





Rednall, Frederick. Finningham, Suffolk, Carpenter. Dec 10 at 1 at 
the Fox Hotel, Stowmarket. Golding, Walsham-le-Willows 

Rhoades, John, Market Rasen, Lincoln, Bookseller, Doc 13 at Ila 
the Board Koom, Corn Exchange, Market Risen. Rhcdes and Sons 
“Marker Rises 

Rivers, George Francis, Boy«on rd, Walworth rd, Grocer. Dec 10 at 12 
at offices of Buchanan, Basinghall st 

Robins, William, Wolverhampton, Stifford, Butcher. Dec 12 at 11 at 
offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhamoten 

Samuels, Phitip Henry, Old st, St Luke's, Fibre Dealer. Dee 12 at 12 
at o'fices of Barnett, New Broad st 

Schleifer, Maurice, New Basinghall et, Merchant. Dec 7 at 3 at ofles 
of Stophzr, Coleman st 

Simms, George, #ristol. Baker. Det 5 at 11 at offices of Williams, 
Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, bristol 

Slade, John James, Siizury, Davon.Grocer. Dee 10 at 2 at Bishop’s 
Black Lion Inn, Honiton. Jeffer,, Ottery St Miry 

Slinn, Thom: Partridge, Wellingborough, Northampton, Boot Manu- 
facturer. Dec 7 at 1! at offices of Heygate, Market square, Weilling- 
borough 

Smith, Robert, Longsight. Lancashire, Joiner. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of 
Orton, Ridgefield, Manchester 

Stieber, George, Dunean place, London Fizlds, Hackney, Cheese- 
monger. Dec 17 at 2 at offices of Blachford and Riches, Great Swan 
allev, Moorgate st 

Sutcliffe, Thomas, Manchester, Bookseller. Dec 11 at 3 at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Beil, Manchester 

Thompson, Wiliam James, King William st, Stock Dealer. Dec 11 at 
3 at offices of Snell, George st, Mansion Housa 

Tillyer, James Henry, Norchfize’, Kent, Malster. Dec 10 at 2 at offices 
of Ruseel and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Tingey, W'l'iam, Henlow, Bedford, Pablican. Dee 10 at 11 at the County 
Court Office, Biggleswade. Hooper and Raynes, Biggleswade 

Unitt, John, Brmingham, Tailor. Dec 10 at 11.30 at offices of Rarber 
and Ratclitf, Paradise st, Birmingham 

Wade, Sanuel Wesley Handy, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Merchant. 
Dec 14 at 2 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liver- 
pool. Rundle, Liverpool 

Waiker, Joseph, Wellington, Salop, Furnitare Dealer. Dec 11 at 12 
at offices of Marcy, Wellington 

Ward, Richard, Blackbarn, Lancashire, Grocer. Dec ll at 3 at offices 
of Marriott, Preston new rd, Blackburn 

Watkin, Robert, Craiselound, Hixey, Lincoln, no occupation. Dec 14 
at 11 at offices of Page, jan, Flaxen gate, Lincoln 

Williams, David, Pontiottvn, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 7 at 1 at offices 
of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 2 

Winfield, John James, Nottingham, Lacs Manufacturer. Dec t4at 12 
at offices of Heath, St Petar’s Church Walk, Nottingham 
Young, Edward, Sheffield, Metal Agent. Dec 8 at 12 at offices of 
Tattersall, Queen st, Sheffield 

Tuespay, Dec. 1, 1874. 

Arundale, William Milthorpe, Bradford, York, Artist. 
offices of Burnley, Queensgate, Bradtord 

Ashton, James, Birmingham, Tailor. Dec 11 at 10.30 at ofiees of 
Green, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Atkinson, John William, Cambridge, Gent. 
Adcock, Regent st, Cambridge 

Bamberger, L2on, Caledonian rd, Islington, Grocer. 
offices of Keighlsy and Getin z, [roamonger lane 

Barrett, John, jun, Richmond, Surrey, Carpenter. Doe i7 at 4 at the 
or named Arms Tavern, Ricamoad green. Marsuall, Lincola’siag 

elds 

Blackwell, Henry, Liverpool, Bookbinder. Dee 18 at 2 at offices of 
Woodburn and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Blann, William, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, C:nteen Keeper. Dre Tat 2 
at the Star Hotel, Newport. Moore and Jackman, Lymingtoa 

Booth, John Anthony, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Ironmoager. Dee 14 at 
3 at the Angel Hotel, Market piace, Macclesfield. Parrott and Co, 
Macclesficid 

Bridger, George Rellamy. Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Dec 14 at 
12 at offices of Bright, jun, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Bristow, Adam, Bath, Coal Merchant. Dee 9 at 2 at the Cross Keys 
Hotel, Orange grove, Bath. Shrapnel!, Bradford-upon-Avron 

Bavler, Kev Charles Ewart, Eawdoaurne, Sussex. Deo 2) 
offices of Andrew and Wood, Great Jame: st, Bedford row 

Carter, George, Rebert Clay, and Richard Hird, Leeds, Cloth Finishers. 
Dec 14 at 2 at offices of Bond and Barwick, Albion piace, Leeds 

Clift, Daniel, Bramley, Hants, Farmer. Dec 19 at 1 at offices of 
Chandler, Church st, Basingstoke 

Clorley, Robert, Fenton, Stafford, Journeyman Blacksmith. Dee 10 
at Li at offices of Weloh, Caroline st; Longton 

Coales, Mary Elizabeth. Luton, Bedford, Jeweller. Dec 11 at 12 at 
offives of Stimson, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Cox, Jchn, Hoxton st, Baker, Dee 14 at 12 at offices of Plunkett, 
Gutter lane 

Cursen, William Henry, Stoke-up»n-Trent, Stafford, Grocer. Des 9 at 
3 at offices of Turner, Albion at, Hanler c 

Danziger, Emanu-l, Guildford st, Rassell square, Commission Agent. 
Dec 15 at 3 at cftices of Gresham and Soa, Basinghalil st 

Donnis, James, Manchester, Pawnbroker. Dee 14 at 11 at offices of 
Hodgson, Tid lane, Manchester 5 

Dunn, John, Filey, York, Grocer. Dee 16 at 3 at offices of Richardson, 
Market plac), Bridlington i 

Danning, Thomas, Choriton-on-Medloek, Lancashire, Commission 
Agent. Deo 16 at 3 at offices of Horner, Old Corn Exchange, Hang- 
ing ditch, Manchester 

Eckersley, William Martin, Barrow-in-Faraess, Accountant, Dee ld at 
3 at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Fuarness, Bradsaaw ani Pearson, 
Barrow-in- Furness 

Edmunds, Edwin, Sutton Coltfield, Warwick, Painter, Doo Liat 
at offices of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 

England, Philip Newberry, Polygon, Somerstowa, Accountant, Dee 10 
at Sat 6, Argyle st, Regent st. Frosgatt 

Everitt, Isaac, jun, Ware, Hertfocd, Brewer, Doo Lat 12 at the Ines 
ot Court Hotel, tiga Helborn, Peacock and Goddard, South square, 
Gray s ian 





Dec 16 at Il at 


Dec 19 at 2.30 at offices of 
De: 11 at 3 at 


at 12 at 
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Fonlkes, Edward, L'andudno, Carnarvon, Fishmonger. Dac 12 at 12 
at the Cambridge House, Mostyn st, Laniudno. Jones, Con way 
Furber, Charles, jun, Tanb idge Wells, Kent, Auctioneer. Dec 18 at ll 
at offices of Burton, Dyott terrace, Tunbridge Wells 
Goninnan, Edward, and Edward Moyle Goninnan, Rotherham, York, 
Curriers, Dec 16 at3 at the Ship Hotel, Rotherham. Favell 
Goodwin, David, Commercial rd, Lambeth, Grocer. Dee 14 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson, Borougn High st 
Greenwell. John, and Septimus Harrison Robson, Sanderlani, Durham, 
Timber Merchants. Dec 11 at 12 at offices of Graham and Graham, 
John st, Sunderland 
Greenwood, James, Huddersfield, York. Accountant. Dec 11 at 11 at 
offices of Hesp and Co, Station st, Huddersfield 
Gubby, George, jan, Munster rd, Falban, Greengrocer’s Assistaat. 
Dec 11 at 3 at o‘fices of Christmas, Walbrook 
Hall, Tennand, Waterfoot in Rossendale, Lancashire, Blacksmith. Dec 
17 at 3 at offices of Sykes, Buroley rd. Bacup 
Harrison, James, Newport, Monmouth, Corn Merchant, DeclS at 1 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Banes Well, Newport. Cathzact and Vaughan, 
Newp rt 
Herd, William, Cleckheaton, York, Tailo~. 
Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Howick, John, Hove, Sussex, Builder. Dec 17 at 1 at offises of Kent, 
Borough High st, London bridge. Perry, Gui'dhall chambers 
Huet, Walter Edward, Kendal, Westmorelaid, Sargeoa Dantist. Dee 
15 at ll at ‘the Board room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and 
Wilson, Kendal 
Humphreys. James, Droitwich, Worcestershir>, Grocar. 
offices of Blick, Queen st, Droitwich 
James, Thomas, C.dding'on, Hereford, Wheelw-ight. D2c 14 atll at 
offices of Piper, Court Honse, Ledbury 
Jones, John, Banbury, Oxford, Brazier, 
Crosby, Fish st, Banbury 
Jone3, William. Manchester. Dec 11 at 10 at the Hanging Gate, 
Tatton st, Salford. Tremewen, Manchester 
Kay, Andrew, Manchester, Rag Dealer. Dac 11 at 3 at offices of 
Whitlow. Old Millgate, Manchester ; 
Kitehinz, Willian, Rotherham, York. Spade Manufacturer. 
2 at offices of Favell, Westgage, Rotherham 
Kyle, James, Barrow-in-Furnes:, Lancashire, Builder. D2e 1! at 12 
at the Ship Hotel, Burrow-in-Fuaraess. Nalder, Barrow-in-F urness 
Layton, Richard, Mathon, Worcestershire, Farmer. Dac 14 at 12 at 
Offices of Piper, Court House, Ledbary 
Lees, William, Sheffield, York, Draper. Dee 11 at 11 at offizes of Bin- 
ney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Shefield 
Leete, William Waples, Manchester, Cuemist. Dc 18 at 3 at offices of 
Sampson, Soath King st, Manchester 
Mabalski, Augustus, York, Photographer. Dec 16 at 11 at offices of 
Young, Castlegate, York 
Meader, John, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Dec 11 at 3 at the Star 
Hotel, High st, Southampton. Durant, Basinghall st 
Moody, John James William, Landporf, Hants, Coal Merchant. Doc 
Dac 14 at 11 at offices 


Dac IL at IL at offizes of 


Doc l2 at3 at 


Dec 16 at 10 at offices of 


Dae 15 at 


i4 at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Morley, Canaries, Barnsley, York, Pork Batcher. 
of Dibb and Raley, Regent st, Barnsley 

Nash, Gharles, and Owen Davies, Carmarthen, Grocers. D2c 12 at 10.15 
at offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Newton, Henry John White, Ridzeway, Fishpords, Gloucester, Flock 
Manufacturer, Dec 15 at 12 at offices of Perrin, Estata Mart, Smill st 
Bristol 

Osborne, Edwin , Poatypool, Monmouth, Baker. Dec 14 at | at offices 
of Watkins, Pontypool 

Osborne, Joseph, Co.d Ashton, Gloneaster. Farmer. Dac 9 at 2 at the 
Saracen’s Head Inn, Broad st, Bath. Peterson, Bristol 

Parkinson, George, Southport, Lancashire, Shoe Dealer. Dec 14 at 2 
at the Grapes Hotel. Lime st, Liverpool, Thomas, Southport 

Rafter, Edwin John, Mount st, Berkeley squar2, Wood Carver. Dec 14 
at 3at offices of Harcourt, King’s row, Bedford row 

Ralph, John Thomas, Upper Thames ct, Coal Merchaat. Dec 10 at 11 
at offices of Roberts, Coleman st 

Raxworthy, Frank, Bracknell, Berss, Brewer. Dec 17 at 2 at officas of 
Linklater & Co, Wa'brook 

Reddinz, Frederick Charles, St George’s terrace, Kilburn, Cheesa- 
— r. Dec 11 at 2 at offices sf Lewis, Gresi:am builaings, Basing- 

ail st 

Redding, John, Bowman’s place, Upper Hol'oway rd, Cheesemonger. 

Dec 15 a+ 2 at offices of Sweeting, Southampton st, Holborn 


Redfearn, Tnomas, Berwick-un-T weed, Licensed Victualler. Dec 14 
at Ll at offices of Daniop, Quay Walls, Berwick-on-Tweed 
Redward, Edward John, Southsea, Hants, Greengrocer. Dec 12 at 11 


at offices of Wainscot, Union st, Porteea. Walker, Landport 

Richards, Taomas, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Commercial Traveller. 
Dee 14 at 12 at offices of Lewis and Indermaur, Chancery land 

Rickards, James, Park st, Camden Town, Umbrella Manafacturer. 
Dee 11 at 2 at offices of Kennedy, Warwick court, Gray’s inn 

Ridgway, Thomas Moss, Stoke-upor-Trent, Stafford, Commission 
Agent. Decl at 3 at the Copeland Arms Hotel, Gleba st, S:toke~ 
upon-Trent. Wharton, Hanley 

Roberts, Thomas, Llantrissant, Glamorgan, Boot Manufacturer. Dee 
10 at 12 at offices of Morgan, Pontypridd 

Rosenthal, Herman, Newcastle-upou-Tyne, Jeweller. Dec 11 at 2 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sherwood, Wilson, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. Dec 14 at 4 at the Wharton’ s 
Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Brown, Leeds 

Smith, Joseph, Hereford, Innkeeper. Dec 19 at 12,30 at offices of 
Corner, High ‘Town, Hereford 

Stevenson, Thomas Alexander, Nottingham, Tailor. Das 18 at3 at 
offices of Cranch and Stroud, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Stimpson, John, jan, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Dec 14 at 12 
at offices of Shoosmith, Newland, Northampton 

Stuart. William, Collingwood st, Blackfriars rd, Hatter. Dee 16 at 12 
at offices of Tyrrell, Great Queen st, Lincoln’sinn fields 

Taylor, Charles, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Dec 14 at 12-at offices of Page, 
jun, Flaxen gate, Lincoln 

Taylor, David Bertenshaw, Burned ge, York, Woollen Draper. Dec 
16 at 3 atoffices of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Hudders- 

field. Biackburne, Oldham 





—$———=" 

Thomas, Josiah Lester, Hanlev, Staff rd, Provision Merchant. Desg 
at 11 at the Vine Hotel, Stafford. Shires, Laicester 

Thorley, James, Kingston-upon-Hall, Joiner. Dec 14 at 11 at offices gg: 
Watson and Son, Parliament st, Kingsto1-u990-Hall 

Thorne, Benjamin, Basingstoke, Southanp:on, Cabinet Makar. Deo 15 
at 1 at the Guildhall Coffae hoass. Casatier, Basingstoke N 

Thorpe, Charles, Bradford, York, Statiover, D3z 10 at IL as of ces of 
Terry and Robinson, Market 2t, Bradford 

Threlfall, Thomas, Bacrow-in-Farnass, Boot Dialer. Dic Ll at tag 
the Ship Hotel, Barrow-ia-Furness, Bradsiawand Pearson, Barrow. 
in-Furness 

Turner, Jim George, Blackburn, Lincashire, Watchmaker. Dac {14 af 
10.15 at offices of Marriott, Preston New ri, Blackbara 

Walker, Frederic, Torquay, Davon, Clothier. Dacl2 at 12 atthe Buds 
Haven Hotel, Exeter. Creed, Newton Abbott 

Weiss, William Bernard, West Go-ton, Lancashire, Commission Agent, 
Dec 14 at 3 at offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchssier 

Wells, Samuel James, Nottingnam, Grocer. Das 14 at 10 at offices of 
Acton, Victoria st, Notsingham 

Whelan, James, Great Wild st, Linc»in’s. inn fields, Baker. 
2 at offices of Keily, Goswell rd, Islington 

Whitlow, Joseph, Warrington, Lancashire, Butcher. 
Offices of Moore, Upper Bank st, Warrington 

Woods, William, Liverpool, Ale Dealer. Do: 14 atl at offices of Brabaer, 
North John st, Liverpool 


Dec lib at 
Dac 15 at 12 at 





at 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long oporated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, wher 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose accordiag 
$o their means and the requiraments of tha case. She Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing fall particilars may 
va Obtained, or will be forwarded, upon applicacion to the Onief Odica, 3 
Lancaster-placa, Strand, W.C. . 


EDE AND SON, 












By Sr>cial Appointment To Her Masesty, THE Lord CaanceLLoR, 
athe Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS’ DITTO. 
CORPORATION ROBES. 
UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &c. 


Estasiisnep 1689, 
94, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Every description of Printing. 


Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals i Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 

Reports Posters 

Rules Handbills, &c., &e. 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMERS 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, includirg 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, H.C.» 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser> 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


NTOOPING HABITS, ROUND SHOULDERS, 
PIGEON CHESTS, and other Deformities, are prevented and 
cured by wearing Dr. CHANDLER’S [IMPROVED HYGIEN(C OHMEST 
EXPANDING BRACE, for both Sex+s of all ages. It strengtheas the 
voice and lungs, relieves indigestion, pains in the chest and back, and is 
pecially ded to children tor assisting the growth. promoting 
health and symmetry of figure, superssding che uss of braces and 
stays. Price from 10s. 6d. each.—69, Berners-streat, Oxford-street. 
W. Illustrated circulars forwarded. 











ARR’S, 265, STRAND.— 

Dinners (from the joist) vegetables, &c., ls. 64., or with Soup 
or Fish, 26, and 2s,6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off tho jie 
with the agreeable sccomp saiment of light wine, both cheap an 
good, I know only of sae house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings @ bottle, or you may be supplied 
roe half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 

page. 


The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 





on. Dinnersitcom the joint), vegetables, &c., ls, 6d, 







Dec. 1 
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